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Today the National Water Regulation Agency (NWRA) reported to the National 
Representatives that as an agency the NWRA is overwhelmed with the water pollution 
occurring across local communities. Upon hearing this from the NWRA, Presidents 
Campbell and Bullock shared with the National Representatives that they were seeking a 
development partnership with Hydrotopia, a for-profit water company based in Buckeye 

Nation, to help address the pollution crisis 
and make “big water for everyone.”  
 
The NWRA, under order from these two 
Presidents, have identified that the water 
supply systems in each community could 
be “privatized” (defined by the Presidents 
as a transfer of ownership from local 
communities to either Hydrotopia or to a 
public/private non-profit organization 
that Hydrotopia gets a 50% stake in) as a 
way to improving the quality of water 
available to the public.  
 
Under this plan the Presidents are 
encouraging local communities to value 
their water system and then sell as much 
of those resources to Hydrotopia as 

possible. Although vague to media sources, the Presidents believe that the company’s track 
record in Buckeye Nation as well as their “inherent incentive to make the best water at a 
low cost” will lead to better water quality at a local level. National rules limit the NWRA’s 
ability to force communities to adopt these changes, so they are incentivizing communities 
financially through this partnership with Hydrotopia. In short, the greater the amount of 
the community’s local water system that it sells off to Hydrotopia, the greater the 
financial return it gets in the short-term. The NWRA will oversee these sales. These 
funds can be used towards community development action steps and plans.  
 
Communities are presented with the following options:   
a) Sell their entire public water system to Hydrotopia to operate the system at a profit. 

The community receives 100% of the total current value of their water system.  
b) Organize their water system through a public-private partnership / non-profit 

organization with Hydrotopia to operate the water system under a set of shared 

“Folks, we got water problems, like big problems, 
and water is fast, like wooow really fast. As your 
President and leader I say if we don’t do 
something soon we got trouble. We know from 
the failures of the George W. Obama 
Administration that government can’t solve 
these problems. They can’t folks. That’s why I’m 
excited to share a new partnership… it’s gonna 
make jobs people… to make sure we get water, 
like the best water, to all of our communities. 
From Nesquam to Yoram, from Torvana to 
Sunnyvale … we’re gonna have the best water, 
okay? Hydrotopia…they got good people 
there…they are gonna help bring those jobs and 
all that like the best water.”  

-President Campbell  



agreements. The community receives 50% of the total current value of their water 
system. 

c) The Presidents haven’t commented on scenarios where communities choose to not 
privatize, parts or all of, their water system. WNN is reporting only a vague statement 
by President Bullock featured below. Communities that take this route are likely to 
receive 0% of the total current value of their water system. 

 
WNN investigations show that Hydrotopia is 
closely linked to the major political parties in 
both Nations, and during their careers in 
business, prior to political life, both President 
Bullock and Campbell served on their board of 
directors but have since retired from these 
positions after moving into public work).  
 

What do the experts think?  
Secretaries Griffin and Parise, of the nation’s Community Development Agency, have taken 
a different perspective in 
commenting on these emerging 
trends. Although both Secretaries 
have shown strong public support 
for their President’s water 
privatization initiative, in close-
door meetings both Secretaries 
have expressed concern that, 
among other development 
implications, communities who face 
financial pressure today will have a greater pressure to sell their entire water system to the 
private enterprise.  

An anonymous source told WNN that 
Parise lambasted the plan while in a 
meeting with subordinates and private 
investors, as well as in a desperate 
conference call with Secretary Griffin. 
The source claims Parise was 
concerned that, if the plan went 
through completely, communities 
would lose any ability to regulate their 
own water and would not have any 
stringent oversight of Hydrotopia’s 
management actions. He also expressed 
concern that prices would increase in 
the long run for consumers and that 
this plan could be a long term drain on 

communities’ financial capital, despite increases in financial capital at the start of the plan.  

“These communities have to learn how to 
negotiate. If they aren’t willing to do 
business, then they won’t have business…we 
won’t give national-level development funds 
to communities who refuse to negotiate with 
Hydrotopia. Water is business, folks.”  

–President Bullock  

“President Campbell is sticking to his campaign 
promise of running this country as efficiently as a 
business and everyone knows that a private entity 
can manage the resource of water much more 
efficiently than a public institution bogged down by 
red tape and bureaucracy.” 

 – Public remarks by Secretary Parise 

“The President’s over simplification of this issue 
is absolutely moronic! Surely the private sector 
has a role to play in aspects of water 
management, but complete control? That’s 
asinine! Parbellistan and Grifflock would be 
much better off implementing a plan that 
utilizes best management practices and 
financial incentives that encourages the private 
sector, as well as other sectors, in managing 
this issue.”  
-Statement made by Secretary Parise in private 

communication with Secretary Griffin  



For Assignment 3 your Community Development Advisory Team needs to 
 
Section 1: Explain how your community is responding to the continued water pollution 
crisis, the national government’s response, and the situation your community is in 
regarding the water system privatization proposal from Hydrotopia. Specifically:  
 

• List which option (a, b, or c) that your community is pursuing and provide specific 
details on the arrangement.  

o If your community is pursuing option a) or b), then list the amount of time 
(in years) that the contract is in place for and list the total current value of 
your community water system that was agreed to by both your community’s 
local government, NWRA (who will oversee these transactions on behalf of 
the National Government), and Hydrotopia.  

 
• Describe why the community is choosing to pursue that option by listing the 

community development process that has occurred within your community, 
including a description of any opposing factions that exist within the community 
who are individually or collectively organized against the implementation of your 
community’s privatization or non-privatization plans.  
 

• Identify the specific community development goal (or goals) that your community 
would address via their decisions related to their water system and the respective 
action step (or steps) it aligns with.  

 
Section 2:  

• Explain the effect that the water pollution crisis, the national government’s 
response, and your community’s decision on the water system privatization prompt 
is having on the stock of each of the seven community capitals.  
 

• Then speculate on how the community will “spiral up” or “spiral down” through 
cumulative causation following this assignment submission.  

 

Assignment 3 (100 points) is due in the designated Carmen Dropbox  

by Thursday, November 2 at 11:59pm. See grading rubric on the pages below. 
  



PLEASE READ AND UNDERSTAND THE REQUIRED FORMATTING SPECIFICATIONS FOR 
ASSIGNMENT 3 BELOW 

Organizational Structure  
For the first page, the top left corner of your submitted assignment should include in this order: 
• Your community name 
• Team Members names  
• Assignment 3 
 
 
Section headers will be bolded. If you decide to write with sub-sequent sections within your 
sections, then underline the name of these subsections.  

When a section has a word count then include the word count in your section headers. Please 
see the grading rubric below for specific word counts per section. In Section 2 an exception is 
made where your capitals need to be bulleted. In addition, if there are aspects of other Sections 
where a chart, photograph or other image/formatting technique best communicates a key 
aspect of the response that is okay, however you need to also describe the chart or other 
feature in writing. 

Font and Grammar  

Each assignment should be typed, using Calibri font, single-spacing and 12-point font. Please 
make proper use of paragraph separations. This assignment needs to be written using complete 
sentences in paragraph form.  

In-text Citations and References  

All referenced material should be cited, in-text and in a References Section, using APA 
formatting. At the end of the assignment please create a References Section that includes all 
citations from the body of the paper in APA format.  

Please use this link if you need help with in-text citations and how to write your references in 
your Reference Section: https://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/560/01/  or draw upon 
the APA Reference Guide posted on Carmen.  

 
 
  

https://owl.english.purdue.edu/owl/resource/560/01/


Community Z Example  
Griffbullchascamp   
Clair Bullock, Matthew Griffin, Chas Parise, Joe Campbell 
Assignment 3 
 
Section 1 (list word count here) 
Optional Sub-Section Heading 1  
 Community Role Play Assignment responses will be evaluated in terms of their 
clarity (i.e., well written and free of grammatical errors), how well they reflect an 
appreciation of course content and supplemental research material, and the extent to 
which they demonstrate a consideration of prior planning efforts on the part of the 
community (Campbell, 2017).  
 
Section 2 (word count)  

• Natural:  
• Cultural: 
• Human:  
• Social: 
• Political: 
• Financial: 
• Built:  

References  

Campbell, J. (2017). ENR 3500 Course Syllabus. School of Environment and Natural 
Resources, The Ohio State University.  

Emery, M., & Flora, C. (2006). Spiraling-up: Mapping community transformation with 
community capitals framework. Community development, 37(1), 19-35. 

Isham, J., & Kahkonen, S. (2002). How do participation and social capital affect community-
based water projects? Evidence from Central Java, Indonesia. The role of social 
capital in development: An empirical assessment, 155-187. 

Miles, S. B., & Chang, S. E. (2008). ResilUS--Modeling Community Capital Loss and Recovery. 
In 14th Annual World Conference on Earthquake Engineering, Beijing, China. 

Woolcock, M. (1998). Social capital and economic development: Toward a theoretical 
synthesis and policy framework. Theory and society, 27(2), 151-208. 

 
  



Assignment 3 Grading Rubric 
 
Section 1 = 45 points (word count range between 600 and 1000 words) *  
1. Explain how your community is responding to the continued water pollution crisis, the 
national government’s response, and the situation your community is in regarding the 
water system privatization proposal from Hydrotopia.  

Most critically, the team draws upon their community’s prior history and context, 
previous development assignments, development goals and action plans.  Despite 
their ordering, if these 3 major components listed below are addressed then this 

section should total 45 points. There should be logical organization across this 
section, so it is clear how each of the components above can tie together. 

 
• List which option (a, b, or c) that your community is pursuing and provide specific 

details on the arrangement.  
o If your community is pursuing option a) or b), then list the amount of time 

(in years) that the contract is in place for and list the total current value of 
your community water system that was agreed to by both your community’s 
local government, NWRA (who will oversee these transactions on behalf of 
the National Government), and Hydrotopia.  

Up to 12 points the option (a, b or c) selected is relevant to their geographic context, 
historical narrative submitted in Assignment 1, or justifiable based upon community and 
national characteristics.  
If they choose option a or b then the time and value of the contract are supported by a 
reference from an empirical source to justify the figures.  
If they choose option c then they need to instead cite an empirical reference that gives 
influence of why they are not electing to sell aspects of their water system.  
The team describes that reference’s influence on their decision-making.  The team draws 
upon at least one course material, real-world example or non-course, independent research 
citation to directly inform the action, statement, or idea listed.    
 

• Describe why the community is choosing to pursue that option by listing the 
community development process that has occurred within your community, 
including a description of any opposing factions that exist within the community 
who are individually or collectively organized against the implementation of your 
community’s privatization or non-privatization plans.  

 
Up to 12 points the team describes the community response drawing upon course 
examples of conflict, community power, organizing and mobilization. The team features a 
strong and clearly cited statement (or statements) on how their community’s response can 
be explained, in part, by at least one of the community models or theories in textbook 
Chapter 5 or 12.   
Up to 8 points the team specifically identifies the key organizations and/or individuals that 
are providing key roles in this selection. These can include individuals or groups; public, 
private, and non-profit sectors; local and national government actors/organizations  



Up to 5 points are allocated to the opposing factions. If a community is not organized and 
does not have a coherent proposal that is okay if justified based upon their community’s 
dynamic, but this needs to be clearly specified. 
 

• Identify the specific community development goal (or goals) that your community 
would address via their decisions related to their water system and the respective 
action step (or steps) it aligns with.  

Up to 8 points the team explicitly state the connection of any potential responses (or 
competing responses within the community) to one of their community’s community 
development goals and action plan steps. The team clearly lists out which community 
development goal(s) and action step(s).  
 
Section 2 = 35 points (word count range between 600 to 900 words) 
 
(up to 4 points per capital) Explain the effect that the water pollution crisis, the national 
government’s response, and your community’s decision on the water system privatization 
prompt are having on the stock of each of the seven community capitals (natural, cultural, 
human, social, political, financial and built capital) in your community; specifically, your 
team needs to address each community capital using bulleted points written in complete 
sentence form. 
(in bulleted per capital, complete sentences format) The team provides a clear description 
of how this crisis and the government’s response is affecting EACH of the seven community 
capitals.  Each capital is addressed explicitly and a clear statement is made. This will range 
in length and depth, but at minimum teams need to demonstrate understanding of the 
capital and how it relates to their broader community narrative.  
 
Teams will likely require at least two sentences per capital to sufficiently address this 
aspect of the assignment.   
 
In a new paragraph, speculate on how the community will “spiral up” or “spiral down” 
through cumulative causation following this scenario, paying specific attention to the 
community’s stock of each of the seven community capitals (natural, cultural, human, 
social, political, financial and built capital) and the interactions across them. This 
speculation should be inclusive of the material your team provided in Sections 1 and the 
community capitals descriptions listed in Section 2 above.   
 
Up to 7 points (in paragraph format) There is a strong statement on the general trajectory 
of the community. Whether it is up, down or mixed, the team demonstrates an 
understanding of how their capital stocks are interacting from the past and present, and 
make a statement of projection going forward.  
The teams will format and express this differently, but there should be a cohesion and logic 
for these statements that are in alignment with other Sections of the paper. A strong 
statement on the general trajectory of the community, that identifies the points along the 
cumulative causation chain and rooted in a firm grasp of Emery and Flora (2006), will 
likely require at least five sentences to express. Describe the interconnections of these 
capitals! 



 
References = 20 points (minimum of four strong references required in total) 
Provide in-text citations and full references for at least four references that influenced your 
team’s work is required.   
• These influences should be used to directly inform and justify your team’s decision-

making. References in the form of in-text citations (e.g., Campbell, 2017) should be 
featured within the body of the document using APA formatting.  

• Make sure your speculations are realistic and draw upon course materials, real-world 
examples and non-course, independent research. 

All references cited in the text of the paper are cited here 
up to 5 points awarded per reference Must use APA Format for in-text citations and 
references (up to 10 points can be deducted for not using APA format in-text and in the 
references section)  
Up to 5 points awarded per reference (minimum of four strong references)  
Each reference should be:  

• cited properly in-text (1 point) 
• cited properly in reference section (1 point)   
• should be used to directly inform the action, statement, or idea listed (3 points), see 

qualifications below.   
 
 
*Word Counts  

• up to 5 points can be deducted if the section exceeds word count and the team 
doesn’t accurately list their word count in the section header.  
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