Quest Journals

Journal of Research in Business and Management
Volume 7 ~ Issue 6 (June 2019) pp: 83-88
ISSN(Online):2347-3002

www.questjournals.org

Research Paper

Rising Interest Rates and Community Banks: Analyzing
Vulnerability and Lending Shifts in Local Markets

Dr. Sanjay Kr Agarwal
Associate Professor,
P.G. Department of Commerce Sri Arvind Mahila College Patna

Abstract

India does not use the same idea of “‘community banks” that you see in the United States. Still, there are local
lenders that work in a similar way. In India, the closest matches are regional rural banks, urban cooperative
banks, and district central cooperative banks. They often serve farmers, small shop owners, and families who
live far from major city branches.This piece looks at how these banks handled the long stretch of tighter rates
set by the Reserve Bank of India from 2010 to 2014. During that time, the repo rate moved from 5.00% up to
8.00%. Bigger commercial banks had more options. They could pull funds from many sources and run treasury
desks. Many local banks do not have that flexibility. They depend mostly on interest from a smaller set of loans.
For many of them, the loan base is tied to farming or rural trade. Because of that, when costs rise, the pressure
hits faster than rural earnings.To support the points, the article uses figures from the Reserve Bank of India,
NABARD, and the National Federation of State Cooperative Banks. It shows that gross non-performing assets
at rvegional rural banks rose from 3.75% in FY2010-11 to 6.08% by March 2013. That timing lines up with the
rate tightening period. The piece also links this to priority sector lending rules. Those rules push banks to put a
big portion of credit toward agriculture and weaker groups. In practice, this can make it harder for these banks
to shift their books away from borrowers whose ability to pay moves with interest rates.The article then leans on
common banking ideas about relationship lending and net interest margins. It says local banks in India faced a
real squeeze during these years. Regulators later pointed to the same issue and moved toward changes. It
mentions steps such as the Nachiket Mor Committee recommendations and the later move that allowed small
finance banks.The article ends with practical notes on what this period shows for lending practices. It stops
mid-thought at “what this period reveals about lend”.
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I.  Introduction

In a small district town in India, you might end up talking with a bank manager. The topic of interest
rate policy can feel like it belongs in faraway places like Mumbai. It can seem like decisions are made by people
who have never had to speak about a loan default to a farmer’s family. Still, those rate changes do not stay put.
They move quickly, even down to the smallest branches.

When the Reserve Bank of India increases the repo rate, the impact does not only touch large
commercial banks. It flows along the credit path. In the end it reaches regional rural banks, also called RRBs. It
also reaches urban cooperative banks, or UCBs. District central cooperative banks, DCCBs, get affected too.
These banks act, in day-to-day ways, like India’s nearest match to community banks.

1.1 Why Local Banks Deserve a Closer Look

These institutions have outsized weight for the people who use them. In some places, a branch of a
regional rural bank is the only formal lending option within about twenty kilometres. A bigger private bank can
more readily rework its books and lean into corporate deals or pay based products when things get tense in rural
areas. That is not so simple for a small rural bank. Its results track what happens to local borrowers. When rates
go up, the bank takes the hit and so do its customers, often within the same stretch of time.
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1.2 Purpose and Scope of This Article

The piece reviews the big tightening phase in India’s recent past. It looks at repo rate increases that
lifted borrowing costs from 5.00 percent in March 2010 to 8.00 percent in January 2014, as noted by the RBI in
2014. It then considers what this time shows about how exposed local lenders can be.The author relies on RBI
materials, NABARD figures, and standard work in banking theory. The goal is to keep the discussion tied to
checked data, not guesses.

II.  The Structure of Local Banking in India
2.1 Who Actually Plays the Community Bank Role
India has a rural and cooperative banking setup with a few levels.

First, there are regional rural banks. They are run under a joint ownership plan where the center, the
states, and a sponsor commercial bank share equity in a 50:15:35 ratio. These banks mainly provide credit for
farming and rural needs, as noted in Indian Economic Service and reflected in RBI work from 2014. Next come
district central cooperative banks and state cooperative banks. They sit on top of a large group of primary
agricultural credit societies. RBI publications describe this as the short-term rural cooperative structure, in 2015.
Urban cooperative banks also play a role, but in towns and cities. They often serve small shop owners and
salaried people. These borrowers may not match the usual patterns used by bigger banks.

2.2 Why These Institutions Are Structurally Different

Bigger banks can use derivatives to manage interest rate risk. They can also change how they fund
themselves and they may rely more on fees when loan profits get squeezed. Smaller local lenders do not have
the same options. Most of their revenue comes from the gap between deposit costs and loan returns. That gap is
the net interest margin.Ho and Saunders wrote about this in 1981. They argued that the size of a bank's margin
depends on interest rate risk, the bank’s market power, and the credit risk it is ready to take on. Angbazo later
added to the idea in 1997. His work suggests that banks with loan portfolios that are more concentrated and less
spread out tend to show higher overall risk in their margins. That risk includes both default risk and interest rate
risk.Regional rural banks and cooperative banks match this pattern.

2.3 The Case for Relationship Lending

Some institutions keep going even with built-in hurdles. One reason is simple. They get to know their
borrowers as people, not as files. Large banks do not do this in the same way.Berger and Udell (2002) argued
that relationship lending matters most when firms are hard to judge. They noted that small borrowers often do
not have the paperwork that big banks want. That fits the rural credit needs across much of India.Stein (2002)
also said something similar. He pointed to decentralized loan decisions as a better fit for this setting. Instead of
relying on strict rules from above, local judgment can work better when key details are hard to verify. There is a
downside though. Being close to borrowers also limits how spread out the risk can be. So when the local
economy weakens, the bank feels it too.

III.  The 2010-2014 Rate Tightening Cycle and Its Transmission

3.1 Tracking the Repo Rate Climb

From March 2010 to January 2014, the Reserve Bank of India lifted the repo rate step by step. It went
from 5.00% up to 8.00% at the top. A key driver was ongoing inflation in food and fuel (RBI, 2014).This change
did not happen in one sudden move. In Figure 1, you can see a long stretch of increases. It looks more like a
slow grind than a one-time jolt. For many borrowers, that path can weaken their ability to repay over time.After
8.00% was held for much of 2014, the RBI started to cut. In early 2015, the rate fell to 7.75%. Later it dropped
again to 6.25% by October 2016. The cuts lined up with a calmer inflation picture (RBI, 2016).

DOI: 10.35629/3002-07068388 www.questjournals.org 84 | Page



Rising Interest Rates and Community Banks: Analyzing Vulnerability and Lending Shifts in ..

9.00%

8.50%

8.00%

4

— &

7.50%

—~

7.00%

6.50%

Repo Rate (%

6.00%

5.50%

5.00%

4.50%

|

7 | x
| |

|

4.00%

Jul
Aug
Sep
Jan
Feb
Apr
May
Jun
Jul
Aug
Sep
Nov
Dec
Feb
Mah
Apr
May
Jun

Jul
Aug
Sep
Nov |
Dec

Jul
Aug
Sep

Jul
Aug
Sep |
Nov
Dec

Marr

Jul

Aug

2011 2013 2014 2015
Figure 1: RBI Repo Rate Trajectory, March 2010 to October 2016
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The line chart tracks the Reserve Bank of India policy repo rate for nearly six years. In March 2010 it
starts at 5.00%. By January 2014 it is up to 8.00%. Then it softens. By October 2016 it reaches 6.25%.The key
takeaway is how long the tightening lasted. It was not a sudden shock. Borrowing costs stayed higher for lenders
and borrowers for a long stretch.

3.2 How Rate Hikes Reach Rural Borrowers

When the policy rate goes up, a regional rural bank usually passes it on in its loan pricing. Farmers,
small traders, and self-help groups feel that shift most, because they cannot easily absorb extra charges. A
farmer who planned repayment for a crop loan can then face a higher burden. This can happen even if crop
prices do not rise and yields do not improve. That gap between what the loan now costs and what the borrower
can pay is where risk begins to build.

3.3 What Happened to Asset Quality

Figures back this up. At regional rural banks, gross non-performing assets moved from 3.75% in
FY2010-11 to 5.03% by March 2012. Then the number went up again to 6.08% by March 2013. The same
NABARD data was shared through the Reserve Bank of India monitoring setup. (Press Trust of India, 2014)

This change is not minor. It is close to a doubling of stressed assets over that stretch. It also matches the
time when the repo rate rose more sharply.In the Report on Trend and Progress of Banking in India 2014-15,
another point was made. Non-performing assets at district central cooperative banks rose during 2013-14. At the
same time, recovery ratios fell in a number of regions. (RBI, 2015)

IV. Data Comparison: Rates and Asset Quality Side by Side
Putting the rate trajectory next to asset quality trends makes the relationship easier to see. Table 1 lines up the
repo rate against the regional rural bank gross NPA ratio across the years for which comparable data exists.

Table 1: RBI Repo Rate and Regional Rural Bank Gross NPA Ratio, FY2010-11 to March 2013

Period Repo Rate (%) RRB Gross NPA Ratio (%)
FY2010-11 | ~6.75 (year-end) 3.75
March 2012 | ~8.50 (peak of that phase) | 5.03
March 2013 | ~7.50 6.08

Data sourced from Reserve Bank of India, Annual Report 2013-14, and NABARD data as reported in Press
Trust of India (2014), Business Standard.

The pattern isn't a perfect one-to-one correlation — plenty of other factors affect NPAs, including monsoon
performance and state-level loan waivers — but the direction is consistent. As rates rose and stayed elevated,
rural asset quality deteriorated steadily rather than stabilising.
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As shown in Figure 2, the gross NPA ratio for regional rural banks nearly doubled across just three reporting
periods, a pace of deterioration that outstripped what public and private sector commercial banks experienced
over the same window, according to the same RBI trend and progress data (RBI, 2015).
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Figure 2: Regional Rural Bank Gross NPA Ratio Trend, FY2010-11 to March 2013

This bar chart shows the gross non-performing asset ratio for India's regional rural banks rising across three data
points — 3.75% in FY2010-11, 5.03% in March 2012, and 6.08% in March 2013. Each bar is taller than the last,
illustrating a steady, compounding deterioration in loan quality rather than a one-time spike. The takeaway is
that asset stress built up gradually and persistently across the tightening cycle rather than appearing suddenly.

V.  Why Priority Sector Mandates Add to the Squeeze

5.1 The 40 Percent Rule and Its Local Cousins

In India, scheduled commercial banks must put 40% of adjusted net bank credit into priority areas. This
includes farming, small businesses, and weaker groups. The RBI later confirmed this goal in its Priority Sector
Lending Committee work. The committee was led by M.V. Nair and the reference is from 2012 (RBI, 2012).
Regional rural banks, by their role, focus even more on these same areas. So the two groups end up looking very
similar in where the money goes.

This setup is not random. It is a deliberate policy. Access to finance does not grow on its own. Still, the
same design limits what these banks can do when times get harder. They cannot just switch quickly to safer
lending that is less affected by rates. Their options are shaped by the rules from the start.

5.2 Concentration Risk in Practice

A commercial bank in a tighter credit phase can adjust where it sends money. It can hold back on
higher risk borrowers and put more focus on safer business or household loans. A regional rural bank cannot do
this in the same way. Its portfolio is shaped by rules, and the mix of loans is not very flexible. On top of that, in
rural India there is not much variety in what can be pledged or lent against. This setup matches what Diamond
said in 1984 about delegated monitoring. When a bank checks a small type of borrower, it can add value. At the
same time, the same narrow focus becomes a problem if that borrower group takes the hit at once.

VI. Lending Shifts and Regulatory Responses

6.1 The Push Toward New Institutional Forms

Regulators did not overlook the problem. In 2014, the RBI put out a report called “Report of the
Committee on Comprehensive Financial Services for Small Businesses and Low-Income Households.” Nachiket
Mor chaired that group. The report pushed for a more varied banking setup. It did not want every firm to operate
like a full-service commercial bank (RBI, 2014).Also in 2014, the RBI published licensing rules for small
finance banks in the private sector. The goal was to set up banks made for underserved groups. The RBI
expected these banks to have stronger capital and better risk controls than older cooperative banks (RBI,
2014).This was not random. It came after years of signs that the local banking system was having a hard time
when conditions turned tough.
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6.2 What Local Lenders Actually Did

On the ground, nearby banks had a few clear reactions to the rate pressure. In some places, teams
pushed harder to recover loans, but results were mixed. For state cooperative banks, the recovery-to-demand
figures dropped in parts of the country in 2013-14. At the same time, western and central areas managed a small
pickup (RBI, 2015). Another issue kept coming up: capital strength. Regional rural banks had to keep a capital-
to-risk-weighted-assets level of at least 9 percent. During the tougher period, a number of banks found it hard to
stay above that threshold without strain (Indian Economic Service, as cited via RBI regulatory framework,
2014).

6.3 A Slow, Uneven Recovery

After the RBI started cutting rates in early 2015, the stress eased a bit. When borrowing costs fell,
banks and customers had some room to manage things better. Inflation also cooled over time, which the
Economic Survey 2014 to 2015 notes (Government of India, 2015). Still, loan health does not bounce back at
the same speed as interest rates. If a loan slipped into non-performing status during the tight period, it did not
turn back to performing right away. The time needed for recoveries takes longer than the rate cycle by a wide
margin.

VII.  Conclusion

From 2010 to 2016, you can see clearly how changes in rates ripple through banks that are tied to one
place. In India, regional rural banks and cooperative banks do not match US community banks, but they sit in a
similar role. They rely heavily on interest from lending. They also link closely to a small local market. Their
customer base is often shaped by their mission and by rules set by the state. So when the RBI raised the repo
rate from 5.00% to 8.00% over about four years, the hit showed up faster in these banks than in big commercial
banks. The gross non-performing assets at regional rural banks rose from 3.75% to above 6% within only a few
years.

This stretch also makes one trade-off hard to miss. Policies tied to priority lending and broad financial
access may be meant to help. Yet they can still pull institutions into risk. Banks that are set up to support
borrowers who are most exposed to rate changes tend to hold more interest rate risk. This is especially true
when they do not have much room to shift into other income sources. Over time, regulators did adjust the
system. The Nachiket Mor Committee proposals were one part of that. The move to license small finance banks
was another. Still, the work took time, and the effects on the ground came much later.

For policymakers and bank leaders, the key point is simple. Smaller local lenders should set up strong
buffers before the cycle turns tighter. They should not try to patch things after nonperforming assets start to
rise.Two areas drive this. One is capital adequacy. The other is clean provisioning. Both need clear rules and
steady follow through. Under higher interest rates, underwriting must also be realistic. It should reflect what
borrowers can actually repay.These steps matter more for local institutions than for big, diversified banks. Local
banks have fewer escape routes if conditions worsen.
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