Civ. Team Members

Available Capital Capital Points

SETTLEMENT LOGISTICS

Absolute location °N /S , °E /W

Relative location Ex: Northwest of the Zagros Mountains

L

Give your location 2.
relative to distinct
geographic features. 3.

4.

Travel cost Capital Points (Traveling from Lake Chad)

SETTLEMENT JUSTIFICATION

QUESTION: What incentive can your clan achieve by settling on the site you have selected?

Write your justification on a separate sheet of paper. Follow the format below. [Rubric on next page]

Assert your claim by restating the question: By settling at °N/S, °E/W
in the region of , our
clan can achieve our ultimate incentive, which is
to achieve long-term success, stability and security.

Cite evidence to support your claim: The region has particular geographic assets that
will benefit our clan: The availability of (st the

assets of the region).

Explain how the evidence supports the claim: (Explain why the assets you have listed are
productive and/or strategic. Don’t just say, “We
will be able to eat.” Explain why the assets you
have listed are particularly helpful.)

Summarize your central claim: In conclusion, (provide a closing statement that restates
your claim and briefly summarizes the key evidence you
bave provided as justification).




RUBRIC Use this rubric to guide your thinking as you write your settlement justification.

SETTLEMENT LOGISTICS: 25 points available

25 Capital points

The team’s absolute location printed on the “Settlement Justification” page
aligns with the location presented on the physical map. Additionally, all four
relative location statements are accurate.

20 Capital points

The team’s absolute location printed on the “Settlement Justification” page
aligns with the location presented on the physical map. However, there are
inaccuracies in 1-2 of the relative location statements.

15 Capital points

There is a discrepancy between the absolute location printed on the
“Settlement Justification” page and the pinpoint location presented on the
physical map. However, all four of the relative location statements are
accurate (aligned with the physical map location).

10 Capital points

There is a discrepancy between the absolute location data provided on the map
and the Justification page. Additionally, there are errors in 1-2 relative location
statements.

0 Capital points

The absolute location data sets (map and Justification sheet) do not align, and
there are inaccuracies in at least 3 of the relative location statements.

SITE JUSTIFICATION: 75 points available

75 Capital points

The written justification follows the ACES format provided in the
instructions. The claim is cleatly stated. The evidence listed is valid (accurate),
relevant (focuses on food/animal sources, and possibly on other economic
assets), and sufficient (there is enough evidence to truly support the claim). The
evidence is then explained, such that the reader understands the connection
between the evidence and the claim. Finally, a summary closes the justification
with a restatement of the claim and a brief overview of the key evidence.

50 Capital points

The ACES format is followed. There is a cleatly stated claim and an
explanation of the evidence... BUT there is not a sufficient amount of
evidence to justify the claim. In other words, the team is claiming that the site
location will provide assets that will help the clan achieve long-term success,
but very few assets are listed.

25 Capital points

The team attempts to justify the settlement location. A claim is asserted, and
evidence is provided. But the explanation of the evidence is inadequate. The
team has not successfully explained HOW the assets it has listed will help the
clan achieve long-term success.

0 Capital points

The team’s justification of the settlement location fails to suggest
understanding. The claim and evidence are difficult to identify. It appears the
group may have just selected a site location without really knowing why that
location is strategically valuable.




