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Kumaravadivelu seems to be very organized and very particular right from the start, saying “for the sake of synthesis, organization, and presentation” he will tell us what principles frame his essay.  I couldn’t help thinking that this seems like he is writing as if his essay is actually a method itself, and this is exactly the type of language I would expect from one who studies methodology.  I found it a bit humorous that Kumaravadivelu seems to be the stereotypical methodologist.  Kumaravadivelu goes on to explain that method usually refers “to what theorists propose and to what teachers practice” indiscriminately (p. 60); but because these are not the same, Kumaravadivelu uses Mackey’s definition of method analysis, as opposed to teaching analysis, to define method in his journal.  Method analysis focuses on the literature of experts rather than what teachers do in the classroom
.  


Kumaravadivelu’s postmethod condition comes from scholars questioning the worth of methods because of how limited and limiting they are.  I completely agree with this because of a TESOL: Methods class I had in the past.  I feel that I didn’t learn anything practical from this class.  I learned standard known methods in the field, which is good trivial knowledge, but I never learned how to apply that knowledge to my own teaching and felt that the methods were mostly idealistic
.  Kumaravadivelu’s postmethod condition has three principles which are very sensitive to the fact that all classrooms are different and diverse: particularity, practicality, and possibility
.  A lot of the methods that I studied (ie: TPR, Silent, Direct) in the past did not touch on this diversity and where therefore difficult to apply to real-life situations, as opposed to hypothetical situations.  I think his postmethod pedagogy is really good because of the microstrategies.  Instead of having a set of rules in a set method that is difficult to alter, he gives teachers strategies and a guideline so that they might form their own method.  To me this is very useful and applicable, rather than a theoretical idea that so far out there that it’s not applicable.  This is fresh and very different than any other method I have studied, which is a good thing!  I think Kumaravadivelu’s postmethod pedagogy can and should be applied to second language teaching
. 
�Right so his point here is that he is talking (in this article) about what theorists and/or methodologists say teachers should do which may very well be quite different from what teachers actually do - so he is critical of how the field (researchers) have conceptualized “methods” not of how teachers teach (although if teachers strictly adhere to a particular method, he would be critical of them too!)


�Well yes, that is another problem with the notion of “methods” they are idealized conceptions of what is supposed to happen in classrooms but real classroom are never that simple…


�And these three concepts fit nicely into the notion of “it depends”  because teachers need to consider what is particular to a given context, what is practical in that context, and what is possible…


�I agree and another feature of the post-method condition is that the teacher is positioned at the core of deciding what is most appropriate for a particular group of students in a particular time and place - sounds like reasoning teaching to me… (+)





