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This is not an official document of the Higher Education Academy. This rubric was designed by Third 

Space HE as part of a pilot scheme for several institutions in the UK and Australia. It has proved hugely 
successful and is therefore being shared with the wider HE sector in the hope that it may benefit others. 

These should be used for educational purposes only. This rubric is designed to give feedback on the 
reflective and scholarly approach rather than the specific descriptors.  

 

Rubric - Assessment for Fellowship of the Higher Education Academy (HEA) 
 
Name of candidate:  
Outcome: Accept or Requires minor revision or Requires major revision or Refer  
 
Feedback on reflective and scholarly approach   
 

Criteria Met Not met Outcome for 
individual with 
comments 

Communication  Expresses the personal 
teaching or learning 

philosophy against each 
dimension/descriptor. The 

statements are written in 
good language with a logical 

flow of arguments such as 

through themes.  

The statements have not 
been written clearly in one or 

more dimension/descriptors 
and it is not possible to 

understand the 
teaching/learning philosophy. 

It is difficult to see how the 

evidence meets the criteria 
and to follow the structure 

and arguments in the 
statements.  

Met or Not Met:  
 
Brief Comments:  

Knowledge of 
educational 

theory  

Demonstrates sound 
understanding and correct 

application of educational 
theory as relevant to the 

topics chosen. There is 

evidence of scholarly 
research and approach 

taken  

The use of educational theory 
is missing (or wrongly 

applied/unrelated) in one or 
more dimension/descriptor 

and therefore it is difficult to 

evidence that the statements 
have been grounded in 

literature.   

Met or Not Met:  
 
Brief Comments: 

Reflection on 

impact of own 
work  

Good evidence to back up 

achievements and claims 
through substantial 

examples. Impact 
demonstrated at a strategic 

level AND on 

self/others/students for 
each dimension/ descriptor. 

 
 

There may be an articulation 

of the work carried out but 
that work has not been 

evaluated/reflected on to 
show impact on 

self/others/students. If there 

are examples these do not 
show sufficient impact at the 

appropriate level in one or 
more dimension/descriptor. 

Met or Not Met:  
 
Brief Comments: 

References  Good evidence of wider 
reading of literature for each 

dimension/ descriptor  

There is no or little evidence 
of wider reading of literature 

for one or more dimension/ 

descriptor  

Met or Not Met:  
 
Brief Comments: 
 
 
 
 

 

 


