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INTRODUCTION

Inthelasttwo eras, theIndonesian curriculum hasbeen focused
and periodically changed, and the reasonable issue for the changes
is an improvement. In each of the changes was not a total change,
but the partial one, instead. The last two periodical curriculums are;
KTSP (2006), and the K-‘13. All the changes needed the educators’
participation in engaging the learners to be the most activated in
the process during the learning period, as the pay-of, the educators
should be much more well-prepared, steady, righteous, eligible and
in concordance with Indonesia education system. As a matter of fact,
in every maneuver of the curriculum, the teachers were certainly
heading up to the goal or objective of every running curriculum.
Different curriculum period needs different goals or objectives, and
of course, different content, see Zais (1996). This condition could
influence the teacher’s steadiness to run the changing goals, from
K-"13 to KTSP and back to K-’13 (revision) each in a short period. It
made all the teachers being confused and did not know what to do to
fulfill what the last curriculum (K-"13 revision) demands especially
dealing with assessment and evaluation.

Bearing with the K-’13 curriculum, one main point that
makes it different from the others is that one of its elements, is
measurement standard, using authentic assessment. The authentic
assessment recommends Contextual Teaching and Learning (CTL),
and Scientific learning as the approaches of learning at schools.
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DEVELOPING A MODEL OF
SCORING RUBRIC OF
AUTHENTIC ASSESSMENT

Language authentic assessment emphasizes the language
production ability more than theory only (linguistics competence) in
daily communication to meet various needs of the students. Since
most of the teachers especially in Lubuklinggau South Sumatera were
still unfamiliar with authentic assessment ( based on the preliminary
study by the researcher), therefore, it was important to familiarize
them to enable them in assessing the learners authentically and
properly, especially in English based on K-’13 curriculum requirements.

During conducting this research, English teachers seemed so
thankful to have such a chance to know and experience much about
the authenticity of learning that was biased from learning assessment.
They can state now that good learning producing by good assessment,
authentic assessment conditioning authentic learning, which lies not
only on the product but much more important lies on the process.

It is hoped, this guidebook can be useful for not only English
teachers but also for other subject matter teachers, to run the proper
assessment eligibly towards the learners during the learning process in
the continuum.

The practical guidebook is also usable for not only senior high
school teachers but also the other different level schools, as a basis to
develop their scoring rubric based on K-"13 curriculum claims.
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