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RESILIENCY OF SMALL RURAL COMMUNITIES 
IN THE INTERIOR COLUMBIA BASIN 

A RtJJ.trolMII ~-,, t~b,tJJ,, lonttltJQ<11t "1piOMU11N~lt.d"7MW ""IIOl'llic opponumn<,, 
,-tktJl'Nt, i" rtM,,i.rtt~Xlf'IK'ti'~ itwluurit.,. Tltry 1/;/,v btt11 _.. im(Jtllll pun II/ l bterir ~-or-lMur "'*' tllf\Hl.t"""'' lflt ~,,. 

'A ~witll<>«t"ti...-of 
-~14'witll<>«t°the, 

m.tAN-of UJ. own-~" 
EclMt.olld..,...1n1.1m 

An urbo.n ._.,s1t0f' motors into a ony 
rurnl commvn,ty ~~ 1n the 
W\tenor Coumbta basin, and figu~ 

he ha.S fin.illy re,ched the I~ tNII iime 
(orgot. Good gr,ef, he says, nothrng has 
<h~ Mf'e fol' tti. la.tt hu~ years. 
Howq1.131t\t. 

But suppose he d~ ~neath the stlll 
surface. suppose he tries to ~ar what this 
community tn1nks about 1t.s own htstory 
~nd future Me writ f>nd. of <OuNe. that 

change l!S the only <onstil't. He il$0 Ml 
find. as Samuel Johnson notM tn ,1. preface 
to ,1.n Engfi.sh <kt~ thJt ~ ,s nc, 
made w1thot.t incon~n1ence. even frors, 
WOl"SC to better. 

The quest1on is, do such Stn311 rvl'II 
com!YU\ll1es hive the m,e,\1'6 to odapt to 
cti...ngc, d'le" me.n!> of lilkina on the- fuu.n 
with a w:vv to lheir own conwvatt0nl 

IN SUMMARY 
As pan uf 1hr lntnwt Colmwbiu 
801in f.CufiJStl'M MunagnNUI 
ProJrtt. /9R '"'"" roM,,11111itin urt 
uot-u,d /or rhtir ulullty to dral •·itll 

rltanp IJlfd tllt "''""""'"""s lbt 
ronuit,,,,r to tA/s dtlit_v, Sclrntim 
ct,ndurlrd oft•th,,1,01tnd st11dio turd 

ltad comMMnltiu "'stss thtMlrhts 

Tltt d•tt, ,.,,.-olhl ''-'"'P''" d,lfu· 
tnrd. pottn,u, on,J M11drrlJlng 

rtlaticuult1ps larit pop11lo1io1u 
nnd drrrru rct1nOt,:ir:t contfll>Mtfll 
u; usjhf'nf'Y, Orltu <rwrlal /orto,s 
i11c/1tfk c-hl,· ltadnsMp. ltoi. .. ,,11 

r11mmr1mt1u wor! togrtltu towurJ 

co""ni"'" to1i1ls. tJlld 1hr prtuttrt 
t1/ umndtiu (tht uttrartfrcnru cf 
Jmth tit, romm11nth ,t,rl/ und tlrr 
SMfh:>ud,nt n•1ionJ. 

l'l,irt1 prrullt of I~ rrt1un'J rimtl 
um,n•11i11t.1 ,-,rr "rmlfird ax 

slgn/fieonr-da"t" iOm.1,umilits 11101 
nr, r('Nl/t(lnlrd with dramatic JOCial 
ond UDn~mlc th<M1ts, 11tr-l1td1ni 
.. ,i'"IHr" to14·nx, 1111J hul'r IH,~111' IQ 
odupt IQ ilti/llntt pop11lution1 01td 
dlvtrsi/ylng ucuw,.,u. Comparisons 
tJ/ ptn·rptinn rand rralirir, indlrmr 
thar r•ral l't'OnOMltJ •·trr mott 
d11·trnfj.-d 11tan tlttJr nuun uptt· 
stttlQll\;f'i thQMJllll Prt,plr's prrctJJ 

tlOnJ. hoto·r, rt, mo) t'41t'J. /oetotJ 
Qtltrr 1han r,wplcnai,ttl udr a.s 

'""'*"' nuarhrd tq ur1aln tifr,i'rir.t 
S<·1tlft1/it l11/or111a11on ott r-tJlllt11cy 
of ('Qlllfffllttitir, ha, uppllf'ut1Qn i11 

land "'dNUttt•trffl palir_,· u11d collub­
oriJtl,·r 1to·urd.J11ip of pMbtle land$ 



A 
11w1"S.....IIU....ur....,.o/drcl.-,iti,r 
C~B&M£cvryJfffllM-,­
h(J,jt.u~,-rt,ofS&WN.s:.ta,. 
wn .t11- «lffo/pvblict.M ~ 
O,M•lvrfflS-tm«WBUI. 

Not one of the 400 or so small rural 
corwnunitiei ~on 9ess than 10.000) 
lying within the 145 mitliot\ acres of the 
lnttrlo,- Columbi.& Basin Ecosystem Man· _F,oj<ct.,... has M>ded th,r,ccn-

KEY FINDINGS 
• A larce populatSon and economic: diYersity contribute to the resiliency of a 

community. Other factors lndude dvlc leadership, social cohesk>tl, and the 
presence of amenides. 

• Comml..Wlfdes previous!)' c:onfronttd with the upheavals of social and economk 
change .a.r• more likely to have developed Improved levels of re:siliency. 

• Resktenu' perceptions of their ~munioes' economic and sodaJ structures 
are accurate overall, but people t•l)(i to undenstimate the diversity of thf!tr 
e<onomy and ovwestimne the Importance of tndidonaJ Industries. 

~e ol ~ n the la.st c~ Some 
--~k\th,p'111ofth,boom­
and-l>ust «<>ne><ric ~ 10 t)'p/QI of 
~ -ltln:f.-om furlJad. 
ine through mining to fore1try, Others 

qu;..,y,...lh<,-lhed<p,,1lftof)'O<,thf.-om 
~ ...... tolhedtles.•phenomo­
non far okler than tflis centwy. and mote 

recenti,.""' "Pd -,ion of ..-,c,Atlnl 
to-ti,11,ndby'~" 

HOW W ELL D O C OMMUNITIES DEAL WITH CHAN G E? 
"Scuntttt,,......ad,a,-i..,.., .,~-~ 

of--...:tfiw 

am-~~ -~-"""""""'~-­
~-~ 
1-ur,l,ip, ~ 
ofl«a.l,~...,d, 

-a,-~· 

A s scienth-ts with the Interior 
Columbia Basin Ecosystem Man. 
agement Project discovered in 

sewr-al )'UN of deMng beneath the still 
SI.met or small nnl ~ ~ are 
rntny responsn to chanie, from denial to 
enth..lsiastic: embrace. Ukewise. ~ ans as 
many variations In capacity to cope wilh it. 

To ur'IYeil the chncter of smaler commu­
nitie:s. and look spedliotly at potential 
eff~u of public land m.in.agtm~nt on 
theffl, ,ociill $0tf\1ists took a two-~ 
approach recommended by the FEMAT 
(fol't-11 E<osystem Management Asses:s­
ment Team) after its 1993 work on the 
,potted owl f0ttsts west of the Cascade 
Ranie: conduct on-the-ground studies or 
the real situation of small communities 
across the t"ep:,n and haYe N comm.mi­
ties ~ ~ 

·we dedded our wort needed to ha-.-e 
meanina for people, needed to be somt• 

thing more than broad-scaJe ~ations, 
ol 1st.ale ~nd CO\,lllty-tevel da~ ... exp&aiM 
Stewart Allen. research social scieotist wlh 
the PNW ~ Station in ~au who 
pr¥tiopated an the social il'M!'Stigations. .. At 
N bn>fld ,<ale. it':J very cff5QAt to in«lf"o 
por-ate the values of inc:IMdual communi­
de,; you miss the rich dNenity. So we we,t 
afttt a level of ~ and community in­
~ that WU ii pionHl"ing effort t'\ a 
project of Uis scope." 

Scientists including Allen. Steve McCool. 
and J,-n 8'.n:hReld ~ of MootlN) 
Sdecled 1'8 or the small cornrr-..1nlrles to 
study in detail. The ass.ntnent te&rn 
was seeking to undersun<I community 
resiiency-how -.equ;ppec1 • comnuity 
Is to deal with~. N what char«U.-· 
lstia~tothis~lity. 

They w.nted to he¥ what coml'TIIJMies 
d'w:>ught of themselves in terms: of attrac• 
tNtnffl. cohesiveness, serwtes. autonomy. 
economt dM!rsity. resource dependence, 
convnunity leadenhip. ~ ot local 
government. and orient.atk,n to change. 
They organized .i focu, group of six to 
eight people for e~h commi.nity, Befott 
1hel!1"'-"meetina,.mMdu,J~ 
completed COl"l'lt'l'Ulity assessment work­
books. ~ f.leifitators ~ e:ach focus 

http://www.fs.fed.us/pnw 

gn,q> evaluate its collKM information. 

Scientists aJso anafyted secondary data 
such as «nsus tMT1bers. state population 
projections. and county income and 
employment ipes. Employment pt'O,les 
_.. de,ol090(l fo,-.,,., 100 of lhe s,na1 

convnunities. inbm&tion not usualt,, avai,. 
1ble 1t this sule, These dau we-re then 
~vlilable to compare «onomk r1alities 
'Nfth ~ pen:eptions of their current 
conditions. 

"There haw, been few .assessments on tNs 
sc.alt. 'Mth tM "-"ge. da.~. tt.s: many 

l'•rflOH of 
l'NW Scl,.ct Fla41a11 
Top,o,,de'°""""""°"""""" 
to-who-and.nftuence 
dec&SionsM>OI.Atnanl&l"Cllnd. 

PNW Sci~ntt Fiadin11 rs pubfished 
monthly by, 

hcifieNordliwe11 ~S&Mion 
USDA Forat Servkit 
P.O.BoxJ890 
-.o,q.,,moe 
C!03180l-213S 

Cmdy Mme,, Comnuaiclliom Dinclor 
clminer/r6paw@fs.fed.us 



communi~s. arid this many participants.. 
1,350 community residents in all," says 
Chuck Hams. a prof.cuor in the Colcge or 
Forestr,t Wjdlife and Ranee, Sc:lences at the 
Urirversrty of Idaho. and tM researche r 
who di~~ the nnl community as~­
ment. 'We wett ,ratified to 6nd that this 
pnxeu really dd d,stingu,sh communities. 
considtting and retainina the un~ or 
each one, The focus group synthesis 
seemed to really hone the information 
down to 6Sentiab." 

Commut1tty unqueness on ooe occasion 
included hos* residents in army fatigues 
attending a focus a,oup and wanting to 
know ex&ctly what 1he .. ouWdcrs" ~ ,n 
town to do. "I thdc those p¥ticular folks 
wtte diwmed by d'ie <On'lplete opcmess 
or cu- process and the genuine neutrality ot 

.. MANAGEMENT IMPLICATION S '6_ 
• Pauems of community resmency have signif!Qnt implications for fNn,qffllfllt 

ol public bndi.. For uample, supplying a steady Row of OUQMJts such as dmber 
may not provide lon,--cerm tt:Slliency for currtndy rt;$0urc..-dependent 
communitiu. 

• Community•S<al• information provides insi.ghts fnco the complexity tnd 
uniqueness of rural COf"tltl'IUnrdes, taking Into account human factors as MIi 
as economic capital 

• Coflal>orativt S-ttW1irdship of public lands allows land mana,en co let within 
their ConcresdonaJ mandates while e«ouraging communitle's and ~encies 
co e~ aceivety in planning their futures and ca,pltall:tlng on mutually 
Identified opportunities. 

our fact-finding questions.." Hanis recalls, 
"Overall, ft's been gratifying to wauh a 
number of communities take on the plan-

MIi and viSKll'ling process simply u a red!. 
of CM/,. geuJna them ttarted on thinbna -.. -

FROM DEPENDENCY TO RESILIENCY: NO SINGLE PATH 

The data have rew:aled a complex 
wotid of differences, panems. lt\CI 
undertying relationships.. and some 

hwe defied COf'l\lenClonal wisdom. 

We hear much. for exam.pk-, about the 
tirn~r towns that have sufrered under 
cutbacks in harve:st from Federal land$. 
How a.re they doing nowl Well, some of 
them h~ learned valuable te:ssons from 
the hard expcrifflc.e of mill closures and 
reopenin,s and layoffs, and have worbd 
successfulty on attracting a broader 
e<onomic blJe to town to bolster their 
.;t;,stm>erse<1on.W.ho>r,ntasmuch 
about towns with new money poww,g do 
them sil'IOC they l'\l'o'e been discOYef'ed by 
1he l;/estyle and r«mtion folio......,., 1hey 
wM,g now1\¾IL some ol lh«n.,. flc<.n. 
dering badly under costs or development 
and lnfrastrucWl"e. conflialt1g commvnity 
->nd l>d<olplwwq 

So what is it lhlt makes Of'\e comtrM.lni:ty 
MOt'e or les:s atile: to mooJe cooidentty into 
the future? /4J. tht center ol it all, accotding 
toAll,n, Hanis,and----lle, 1he 
.. truth !hot 0....;, no sinale palhway 
to achiM"lc community resil~ 

large popufatioo. and divene e<onomiff 
are typicaly a win~ combin1tion. Allen 
po"" out. but o1her fac.tors can be crucial. 
These ooude <M< ,. ........ ,....,. qua\y ol 
comrrunity ~ and attitude toward 
change social cohesion-how ~ comrru­
nity members wor-k together toward 
conYnOn ~ and 1he presence of ameni-

ties-the awacdYeness of both 1he corrmu­
nity ;,,.if ancl 1he ~ rq;on_ 
a.s.don ..-...,-:eotlon,>boutthne 
fKtort,.......-cheNdMlop<d•<O<MUVty 
resilience index. to Mate a town's a~ 
tomonaaemanaeandad,p<too n po,;. 
tive.~ways. . 

They hewte to gener.iize about the kinds 
of towns that are r esilient, but some 
co,,,mon,Ji!ie, do eme,ge. Towns gen«,ly 
sorted t~lvff into three patterns of 
resilience, accordina to Allen. The ll,iest 
grouping wa.s in faa the group with the 
highest scores on al the factors contribut, 
ina to resiliency. It seems small rural 
comrnunioes an: pe,haps l'l"IQt'e ll!Silient and 

.. adyforclw1g< 1han °"""""'""" ..,,, 
p$S. ''These COl'MUVties. som,e of which 
are defined as tirnbef".dependenl. are le$$ at 
risk from chanaes in outp..its tha t may 
accompany the beginning of ecosys1em 
rnaoqemen1 on Forest Service and SLM 
lands n thebosin."hesays. 

The second~ contains an intermedate 
runber of towns. with ratNety low ratnis 
on .cotl()l'ne( rtrutturc and diversity, but 
quite high ra~ on cMc leader-ship and 
amenity v-.ies. The third~ contains the 
fewest CQITtnUnitiiti, pcm,t:SSeS the lowest 
level or resiience on all fxton. and hence 
is most at risk, p.artkvlarty rrom abrupt 
~ .. publk polky. 

"R.esiliency is by to how wel a cO<MUVty 
can adapt to chariges in the nev future," 
t.ays Alen. "The MOf'e aving,, )'OU have to 

)'OU' bow of~ the mote e«>non"k, 
environmen~ -a,wJ social capit.ll '/OJ have 
to ~er your cott'lfflUl'lity rrom negative 
effects or chan&t-, or to CJ"eate the CNf1tC 
from 'Mtfwt the corrrnunit)(' 

One of those strinp ~ be the cohesion 
>nd ... de<1Hp. .,.. the ....,,. tou,tw,<s, 

thrust upon - we,dy undergQ­s,g sipwcant <hang<, >nd 37 p<r«nt of1he 
rea-on·s rural COf'M'IUnities were iden~ed 
as significant-change communities. 
According to Allen, towns already 
confronted wlth dra.matic sodal and 
econcmc Chlngfl. such as SO<aleid timber 
towns, have begun to adapt to shifting 
populations and~ economies. 

"They have \ndcntood that to SU"oWe and 
thl'M:, their competrtive ~ had to 
be tteoaniz~ and applied. less resilient 
communities can benefit from these 
successful case studies." 

·n..--~.,.,.., 
,.,..,..i,,.yow-1,owof 

~,c,......,,... -~ ~,oclal,C<l/)ltnl,)')W 

,.,..,..(l)-1,uffe,-)'OW" 

~ from, 
~·(f,,:t,,<>f~ 

o,-(l),~~ 

fro,H,w.a..... ... • 
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P E RCEPTION S AND R E ALITY 

Ha,rtis noted a strong f"tl;uion 
between the rate or ptrctw1!'d 
change and actual resiliency. He 

believes this reflects a consoous cornmunrty 
decision to anticipate and ridt the bu!fcting 
waves of soc,al and e<onomic change. 
Indeed. with 1he ll<kitioNI Sttds plaoted by 
the ffltSsment ptO<tsS. a ,rowi"$ numbet' 

°'""""is ..... .,,_.,, ,io,,g ""' path. 

~re,bon and tO\lrism N've contnbutcd 
grt-aUy to change across the blSlf\ both as 
economic ~lli;awe\ ;and~ c;han~ .;igents in 
~ Comrnunibes ~ in how they 
VttW the coming ot outsider-s. They may 
bMg money 'Mth SO"YKC jobs attached. but 
they also brint development costs and 
fteqt.,entty quite di~ attitudes. 

Wrth al the possible variations. how accu· 
,..tely do communities view themselves? 
Gener.ally, rc'loidenb were rc:,4)0l'l.1bly .acc:u · 

nte, ~gh in some QSoCS they tended to 
~te the i~c of traditional. 
part icularly ~c-bas«I. ind1.1stries as 
sources or loc•I ~ 

''Compati$otu of ptreeptions and real~ 
indicat~ that n.nl «~ were more 
d~rs;lied than Wirciti~ ~tatJYei 

~ for ex.ampit,"' 39 pen:::ent or the 
towns pe:rcc1vcd as moderatety to highly 
de~m on the t.trrber iodustl)t tirrber 
actually represented a comp,an.v,."t:ty smal 
percentage of tOQI employment."' c>q>I~ 
Hams.~ same was true in 58 percent of 
towns pen::eiYed to be dependen1 on tfi· 
culture. Oki tr~itions and customs possibly 
die qi.tc hard 11'1 the n.nl\!\kst, kecpitlc al,w: 

pen::q:,Cionsno longcrvo.oeddcd tottalit)t 

AIM ootes. howe-.e: that people:'s percep­
tions may trWr: factors other than percent, 
age of employment. such as the vtlue 
attachtd to a c~ lif.est)te. °' an indus.­
try's social siuppori and con~ t0 the 
cOff'W'f'lRly. And whet\ it <<>mies down to rt. 
these perceptions are most oflen what 
public land~ ha-.oe to deal with. The 
Forest s«vic:e and 8lM compnse the front 
line whe,'I comlTU'Wtlei ¥t lo(ilQna. for easy 
tar'gCb lO bllme b the ma,or di$rupoon$ 
and anxieties of dramatic change. 

One or the vn~ questtOns swirling 
around the socioeconomic data. Allen says. 
concerns the actual and perceived rolit cl 
these agenc,es in providing <OMmunity 
stability. Is it their responsib1l1ty to go 

E MP LO YMEN T BY ECONOMIC SECTOR 

l• NallonafAvetage a BuinAverag9I 30~--========------, 
2$.ll--------------

20.11---------
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,0.11-----

A ~9:,J!:.7:,.'t:!. ':s"':~~~:::,~~O:,~ tt~':;t,.;:,i:;:i ...::r;~~ 
l"f)d,,n,, 1~v,11-t11,ftrr•I,.,_ l1Ni """',.'' "" 1uritt1 llwM tH/kr ,«ti(ll&I ll/ tilf COIAJ!r,y, 

beyond "simply'" mtnaglng lands and 
reso~es, to playing a role in soct0eco­
l'Omic ~ 

"Past ma,~gerncnt thinking seems to t~ 
~·1r we can pn:Mde a lot of jobs. usualy 
via timber ptOduction. then that's a bene'1..' 
But n·s bttn a qlc-focus approach that '" 
the end has been a dlucMce to these 
(Ommul'lfties. Many of them bf:-c.ime less 
~ient Oler' tmc as a rnult cl counting on 
a nonSUSWr.able level of res0U"Ct! use,'" he 
uys, "or i u« t hit loses favor w.'th the 
publtC as environmcnt.ilism becomes a 
~ public va~." 

Hams cautioos that. almost SO years ago. 
the noted resource sociologist. Hcrt>crt 
Kaufman, ~fined community sta~lity 1n 
timber towns as .. orderly change: 
·s.omehow in the eMuins dec,ades the 
<on«Pt or sub1hty lr"artsformed .Oto lh~ 
a:Sea o( preserving the status qvo. of de~ 
nau.nl C)C"O(esstS of change." he sua,esu. 

·1..,39~of­i.,w...,~.,.. 
~to-~ ~--­~-­~~"' 
~..i., ,.....u, 
~of 

t<,a.l,employ...-t; ...• 

W RITER ' S PROFIL E 

Sally D MMQtf is o 6'ir'fu com.1,umit'Ollon.t 

plott11tr o.1td • ·riru sptcioli:ittg in /orn t 

rt~ i,sMu . SM lfru l,r Corw,Jlis. Ort-gOII. 

n 



RESILIENCY INF ORMATION C AN 
STRENGTHEN COLLABORATIVE STE WARDSHIP 

A l\e,- spending sewnl )'tars ex.ll'rin· 
Ing the rel•tionship between 
community he~ h ~ pvblic 11.nd 

man1gement. soci,I ~ concluded 
that collaborative stewardship throuah 
ceosystetn ~ is an ttlectiYewq 
for public land ~ to proceed. 'We 
believe that measuring community 
reslller.cy and its relltionstlips to public 
IM!d mana,ement may provide a strong 
infon'Y'l,Ation bue (,or t<O$)'$ttm minage,. 
ment," says Alen. 

Ecosystem mat\lgffl'lfflt is a concept still 
not particularly clear in the rnnd$ of either 
rural or ul"ban dwc:llcrs in the interior 
Coll.mbia basin. 8ut many nnl residents 
ve rtO'N cornirlg to underlCand h idea or 
comrnrity resiitncy. not least i:,,, ~ to 
rb+.ieforitcbll)( 

~tion o( ccmmunity resliency data in 
land-is~All«lposiu 
several tea.sons. Integrating social fl(omvi. 

tiOn at tNs level or detail wM large,.sale 
«osystem useuments is new and may 
cause discomlort IMOf'IC rnan.,-s; a pr'Ob­
&em of scale magnffied by the long-Jived 
divorce between social a nd physkal 
~nces. tt mq be tM onioina confi.lsion 
oYCr the COtl'Wh.lnity rofit of publk ~ 
'"And unfortunately, it could be that we 
social scientitts have not yet achi~ ~ 
adequate integration of social •nd 
economic data," wys Allen. ·,-here is still 
some dlsagreeMtnt over how useful 
socioe:c:onomic information is at the 
cO<M"U>ityscale." 

ThecO<M'<ritle<-hM>s,-ow;og 
cooidence in such data. Hanis notes that 
lhere Is plenty of talk amon1 maNjef'S 
lbovl hc,w important it is to recognize lhe 
~ofindMc:lualcomm.Jnities..'but 
we Slil keep dohg the Iorgo _.,_ 
or d~t,, in the: $0<tlr.ed 'Kicntik' ~ 
to assessment·· 

He,t,;nk, 1Nt sJrf<W ,.,._ needs to 
examine the interface between poic:y and 

social s<:ienc.e Mid that efforts to integrate 
socioeconomic: and b.ophysical data need 
to be~ The risk in ignoring these 
connections is thlt tM rural communities 
that partlcl~ted wil WI betrayed wtte,n 

the <kl> for whicl, ,hey NYC convibute<I 
so much time and thought do not get uty 
integrated Into proposed management -

.Low 

.Medium 

___ Sute8cKlndarits 

A IJ.«<Mut MDII~ «drily wt,, pl«t ut pop;JM#oll "'"'"'· MMI pt'()1lr li'u- I• lt/.,lt/JrtJilit,., 
a,wu. B•-,nrr1Jlr~·mdtsltllvt fe,,,vr ~,-fll'tl »ll~rsify r~t, ,,Oft()Ml11, a.d ,,,,_, 
lowtr~Crt~'lt.rttcy, 

!magi,,., th~fo~. th.11t the u~n '1isitor 
has productiw,ly dua beneath the still 
surface before he motors awry from the 
small rural community, He will be more 
aware that d'lan,e. with al its inconv,en,. 

it-nces. if not c:rit c.onnant bu( l"al'l'lpillnt in 

tht inlerior Vttst. He will mow thlt those 
c;omrr'lJnities (,cir,g it boldty have a greater 
chance of uriving. Time has not forgotten 
tt'CSCcomn"U"itiesatall. 
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