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Instructional Design Literacy:

Connotation Features and Development Path

ZHANG Ding-qiang
(Research Center for Education Development of Minorities, Northwest Normal University,

Lanzhou, Gansu, 730070, PRC)

[ Abstract | The effectiveness of teaching depends on instructional design, and the key to teaching effectlies
in the instructional design literacy. The analysis of the connotation and characteristics of instructional
designliteracy is conducive to the clear definition of concepts, the determination of paths, and the
masteryof methods to achieve optimal instructional design and efficient teaching. Instructional design
literacy is an essential quality and key teaching competency in the teachers’ professional career, which
influences and restricts the improvement of teaching. Therefore, it is necessary to explore its path of its
development in terms of the concepts, skills, methods and reflection.
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