troubled subsidiary bank and may charge the bank holding company with engaging in unsafe and unsound
practices for failure to commit resources to a subsidiary bank. A capital injection may be required at times when
the holding company may not have the resources to provide it and therefore may be required to borrow the funds
or raise capital. Any loans by a holding company to its subsidiary banks are subordinate in right of payment to
deposits and to certain other indebtedness of such subsidiary bank. In the event of a bank holding company’s
bankruptcy, the bankruptcy trustee will assume any commitment by the holding company to a federal bank
regulatory agency to maintain the capital of a subsidiary bank. Moreover, bankruptcy law provides that claims
based on any such commitment will be entitled to a priority of payment over the claims of the institution’s
general unsecured creditors, including the holders of its note obligations. Thus, any borrowing that must be done
by the bank holding company to make a required capital injection becomes more difficult and expensive and
could have an adverse effect on our business, financial condition and results of operations.

Future acquisitions generally will require regulatory approvals.

Generally, any acquisition of target financial institutions, banking centers or other banking assets by us will
require approval by and cooperation from, a number of governmental regulatory agencies, possibly including the
Federal Reserve and the FDIC, as well as state banking regulators. In acting on applications, federal banking
regulators consider, among other factors:

» the effect of the acquisition on competition;

e the financial condition, liquidity, results of operations, capital levels and future prospects of the
applicant and the bank(s) involved;

e the quantity and complexity of previously consummated acquisitions;
e the managerial resources of the applicant and the bank(s) involved;

e the convenience and needs of the community, including the record of performance under the
Community Reinvestment Act of 1977;

» the effectiveness of the applicant in combating money-laundering activities;
* the applicant’s regulatory compliance record; and

e the extent to which the acquisition would result in greater or more concentrated risks to the stability of
the United States banking or financial system.

Such regulators could deny our application based on the above criteria or other considerations or the regulatory
approvals may not be granted on terms that are acceptable to us. For example, we could be required to sell
banking centers as a condition to receiving regulatory approvals and such a condition may not be acceptable to us
or may reduce the benefit of any acquisition. In addition, we may be required to make certain capital
commitments to our regulators in connection with any acquisition. The existence of such capital requirements, or
the failure to meet any such requirements, may have a material adverse effect on our stockholders.

Future legislation or actions could harm our competitive position.

In addition to the enactment of the Dodd-Frank Act, various legislative bodies have considered or may consider
legislation that could change banking statutes and the operating environment in substantial and unpredictable
ways. If enacted, such legislation could increase or decrease the cost of doing business; limit or expand
permissible activities; or affect the competitive balance among banks, savings associations, credit unions and
other financial institutions. We cannot predict whether new legislation will be enacted and, if enacted, the effect
that it or any regulations would have on our activities, financial condition or results of operations.
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