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Schedule 

WEEK 0: Getting Started (Nov 4-11) 

• No readings, but you can read the Hitchcock paper from week 1 if you already want 
to get started. 

• We will use this week to familiarize ourselves with the mechanics of the course. 
• There will be assignments, but they are mainly for practice. 

WEEK 1: Theories of Causation I (Nov 11-17) 

• Hitchcock, C. (2010) “Causation,” in S. Psillos and M. Curd (eds.) Routledge 
Companion to Philosophy of Science. Routledge.  

• Chapter 1 (“Introduction: All Things Causal”) in: Kutach, D. (2014) Causation. Polity.   

WEEK 2: Theories of Causation II (Nov 18-24) 

• Lewis, D. (1973) “Causation,” Journal of Philosophy 70: 556-567. Read only pages 
556-559; 563; and 565-567. 

• Hall, N. & Paul, L. A. (2003) “Causation and Preemption,” in: P. Clark & K. Hawley 
(eds.) Philosophy of Science Today. Oxford University Press.  

WEEK 3: Discovering Causes (Nov 24-Dec 1) 

• Chapter 4 (“Confounding and Deconfounding”) in: Pearl, J. and Mackenzie, D. (2018) 
The Book of Why. Hachette Book Group. 

• Maudlin, T. (2019) “The Why of the World. (https://bostonreview.net/science-
nature/tim-maudlin-why-world) 

WEEK 4: Backward Causation (Dec 2-8) 

• Dummett, M. (1964) “Bringing about the Past,” Philosophical Review 73: 338-359. 

WEEK 5: Causation and Manipulability (Dec 9-15) 

• Woodward, J. (2003) Making Things Happen. Oxford University Press. Read chapter 
2 until the end of section 2.6 (pp. 26–70) and chapter 3 until the end of section 3.1.5 
(pages 94–107) 

WEEK 6: Causation and Normativity (Dec 16-22) 



• Hitchcock, C. and Knobe, J. (2009) “Cause and Norm,” Journal of Philosophy 106: 
587-612. 

 
Essay draft due: Jan 8 
 
Feedback due: Jan 13 
 
Final essay due: Jan 19 
 
 

Class Policy  

A. What you can expect from me 

I will 

• post a short lecture and/or handout on Cambro for each week. I will aim to post 
them, by the very latest, on Tuesday the week before. 

• monitor and facilitate the Forum-discussion.  
• post a summary of the Forum discussion of the previous weeks. 
• be available to answer your questions. The best way to reach me is: 

christian.loew@umu.se. I will also create a thread in the “Forum” where you can 
pose questions to me.  
 

B. What I expect from you 

You will 

• complete weekly announcements and discussion posts on time. 
• be polite and considerate when communicating with your colleagues. 
• write both a draft and a final paper. 
• comment on a colleague’s draft paper.   

 

Requirements 

There are four elements you need to fulfil for successful completion of the class: 

1. Discussion. For each of the six topics, you need to make a substantial post in the 
"Forums" and reply to at least two posts by your colleagues. The post is due on the 
first day of the week where we cover the topic and your comments need to be 
posted by the end of the week. (Discussion questions are posted in the “Discussion 
questions & assignments” document in the “Resources” section.) 

2. Assignments. In addition to the discussion post, I want you to complete a short 
assignment every week. It is due by the end of the week at which we cover the topic. 



(Assignments will be posted in the “Discussion questions & assignments” document 
in the “Resources” section.) 

3. Draft & Final. You need to write both a draft and a final version of a 2000-3000 
words paper on a topic about causation from a list that I will provide in due course. 

4. Feedback. You need to provide written feedback on a draft paper by one of your 
colleagues. 

You do not need to be online at specific times – but please respect the deadlines and 
participate in the discussions. In order to complete the seminar successfully, you need to 
pass all required elements (1, 2, 3, and 4). Below you can find a more detailed explanation 
of the requirements. 

1) Discussion 

I will usually ask you to explain and discuss some issue from the readings. You need to 
upload your post on the first day allocated by the schedule to the topic in question, by 
opening a new discussion thread under the relevant forum. As a rough guide, these texts 
should be about 1-2 pages long. If you do not follow the above instructions, the contribution 
will not suffice for evaluation. Please write or copy/paste the presentation in the thread 
rather than attach it as a file.     

In order to pass the criterion of participating in the discussions, you need to contribute at 
least two substantial answers/comments to your colleagues’ posts during the week 
allocated to the topic. Discussions remain open when the week has passed, but it is only the 
timely activity that is assessed (one week since the discussion’s first day). “Substantial” 
means that you should answer a question your colleague has raised, further support or 
criticize an argument presented in your colleague’s post or another colleague’s comment, 
etc. Writing “I agree/ disagree with the above” without the reasons for your statement is 
not sufficient. 

Please always be polite and considerate. Both in your posts and in discussion, you are very 
welcome to criticize. Finding problems in arguments and raising objections are important 
skills that we try to develop in philosophy. However, it is important to be kind. A response 
such as “This is ridiculous!” is not acceptable – politely explaining why you think a certain 
claim does not hold scrutiny is the way to go! Always try to see the value in the 
contributions of others. For example, if an argument does not succeed in the precise way it 
is written down, can the argument be improved? And may your interlocutor actually have 
intended this better version of the argument all along without quite being able to state it 
clearly? If you write down the best version of your interlocutor's argument first and then 
show that your criticism applies even to that version, your point will be much stronger. 
Always be as charitable as possible. Here is a small guide to kind criticism, with a quote from 
the philosopher Daniel Dennett (courtesy of Daniela Cutas). 

2) Assignment 

For each week, I will ask you to complete a short assignment. I might, for example, ask you 
to explain a particular argument from one of the texts, respond to a puzzle, or complete a 



quiz. These assignments have two purposes: First, they direct your attention to aspects of 
the assigned texts that are particularly important. Second, in completing them, you will 
practice a key philosophical skill, such as reconstructing an argument, or learn a technique 
used in the literature on causation. 

Assignments are due on the first day on which we discuss a particular topic (i.e., the same 
day on which discussion posts are due). My reason for this is that completing the 
assignment will deepen your understanding of the topic and so will promote productive 
discussion.  

3) Draft and Final Paper 

To satisfy this requirement, you need to write a draft and a final paper of about 2000-3000 
words. I will provide a list with possible topics in due course. In the paper you will have to 
demonstrate understanding of the topic of causation as well as mastery of the main 
philosophical skills that we will practice in the class. E.g., 

• Identifying the arguments a text offers in support of a claim; 
• Stating an argument or position in a clear and comprehensive way; 
• Evaluating objections to an argument; 
• Defending an argument against an objection; 
• Coming up with arguments/ objections of your own. 

Writing substantial posts and comments will prepare you for this task!  

4) Comments 

For this requirement, I will match you up with a ‘feedback partner’. You will have to send a 
draft of your paper to your feedback partner and will receive comments from him/ her. In 
turn, you will provide feedback on your partner's paper. The length of your comments 
should be about half of the length of the paper. 

Providing and receiving feedback is incredibly important for improving ones writing. Often 
when I try to give feedback on someone else's writing, I discover problems with my own 
writing. Noticing what makes another paper difficult to read helps you realize that you 
might be doing the same thing. (For some reason, we are better at spotting faults in others 
than in ourselves.) At the same time, receiving feedback will help you improve your paper. 
Again, please be kind when you give and receive feedback. I get very frustrated when 
someone misunderstand what I was trying to say. But then it also teaches me that maybe I 
did not say it as clearly as I should have.  

The language of the course is English. All writing will need to be in English. 

 
 


