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Description, Causal and Narrative Explanation
Description
My bike is important to me. It broke down and I had to fix it. So I got to my father’s garage Monday morning. Then I concentrated to fix my bike. I could not listen or pay attention. Few hours I heard noise from outside. But it was not my business. I continued to fix my bike. It has contributed to my reputation. I have won various awards for biking. The noises were usual. Then someone came to the garage. He was looking for a bucket. There I knew that something was going on. When I came out people were helping to rescue our house. I remembered that I had left the gas can open. At a distance, my parents were looking for me from the crowd. It was a few weeks after my dad lost his job. However, he just got a new job.    
[bookmark: _GoBack]Causal Explanation
My bike is one thing that I valued and appreciated. This is because it has made me who I am. Biking helps me to think straight and accordingly which is why I see it as an important asset. Because of its value for me, I deemed the noises from the outside to be from my neighbors leading to lack of attention. This is something that common to human behavior that would cause a certain account.  I would explain that the reasons to engage or disengage in something are deemed to be the causes of various accounts. For the things that people engage in, the reasons intended is likely to cause an account that may be hazardous. The reasons that are given for a particular reason may prove not to be true.  For instance, I inferred that it is my neighbors making noise outside because it is their routine to engage in such actions. Despite realizing that the noise took a long time than usual, I continued with my business. Because I viewed my asset as the most important thing that I would be giving my time, the happenings around the house were not things to take my attention. I would regard them as the usual things that were carried out by the neighbors. Moreover, the burnt smell that filled the air at the time of the burn I inferred as the neighbors burning their trashes. I could not think of any other reasons that would cause the smell or the noise. My thoughts were only drawn to hypothesis the causes. I could think about the gas that I left open in the house to draw my conclusion.
Causal Map
A- Loud noises
B- Assume neighbor is making noise
C- A man came to the garage
D- Realized I left the gas can open
E- House burning 
F- My parent looking for me from a distance
A+B	E, B+D	E, D+E	 F, B+C      E
Narrative Explanation
It was Monday morning at 8:30 am. I was in my father’s garage trying to fix my bike that broke the day before. I am a good rider who believes in one thing that is, my bike. It has managed to help me win several awards and a good reputation. I knew that my parent had already left for work so I heard all the times to fix it in the garage which was a few meters from the house. Few hours in the garage, I heard different voices coming from near distance. I continued with my business inside the garage without taking a minute to look at what was going on. Moreover, in most cases, one of our neighbors was fond of making noises at some point after drinking. Despite the fact that the noise continued for several minutes than usual, I gave my time to fix the bike. I concentrated more because it is like a behavior in me to put more concentration and attention to what I do. I would completely concentrate that that which I am doing and would leave after it is done. The house was on fire and they were trying to put out the fire. I realized this at a time when someone came to look for a bucket in the garage if there be one to help. That is when I came to know that the noise was from those who were trying to stop our house from burning to ashes. The better part of the house had been burnt and this escalated my worries. At a distance, I saw my Dad and Mom trying to run looking everywhere for me. They were terrified that I may have been in the house at the time. I did not know what to say because I remembered that I left the gas open. I could not look at them directly or tell them that I am actually the cause of the tragedy that has happened. I felt guilty in their presence that I could not embrace them back as they did to know that I am well and okay. But what would I do, should I tell them that I knew something about. And despite the efforts to help the house, the house had burnt that was forced to start a new life.  I could also remember that my Dad had lost his previous job and was trying to recuperate from the shock when he was relieved from his duties. It was just a few weeks since he managed to get a new job at a mall as a security. And here we were faced with a new step in life.     









My Explanation that Implicitly Answers Question Why
My Bike is one thing that I Valued and appreciated. This is because it has made me who I am. Due to its importance to my life, it became part of me that I would give it my total attention. However, giving my bike total attention cost my family greatly since I would not give other things like the noises outside any attention. The fact that people will always make conclusions from certain observation does not clearly indicate that they are right. Sometimes the situation can be the opposite of the expected. My family was going through a tough time since “I could remember that my Dad had lost his previous job and was trying to recuperate from the shock when he was relieved from his duties”.  And here, there was a new problem that the family had to deal with again and immediately. The incident brought my family to its knee completely. To those with the same understanding like mine, it is important to explore other reasons before driving at the conclusion. The conclusion to which one arrives at determines the type of response to the situation. I left the gas can open in our house and this caused a disaster to us we were left to start a new life. With worries and frustration, “I saw my Dad and Mom trying to run looking everywhere for me.” “I felt guilty in their presence that I could not embrace them back as they did to know that I am well and okay.” Although the noises were intense that I would have realized something was unusual, my inference darkened my judgment. Therefore, as much as my explanations fit the explanation given, I will argue that my scientific explanation suits my reasons to infer about the noise.
Scientifically, the reasoning for doing a particular thing is associated with human behavior. The behavior exhibited will greatly affect the outcome of the decision. Salmon (2003) demonstrates this understanding through analysis of old works on causal explanation and new ideas about the same concept. According to Salmon (2003), naturalist like John Stuart Mill asserted that the event is deemed causally with the relationship between the events. One cannot get blamed for a certain event when there is no relationship that exists. This is despite the nature of events. Salmon (2003) explains that the nature of the event can be physical or mental. However, in the determination of the reason as a cause, nature is irrelevant (Salmon, 2003, p. 721). As Salmon justifies, the reason and behavior are interconnected due to logic (P. 722). For that reason which leads to an event greatly leads to cause. Moreover, the behavior is based on free will of an individual to a choice and decisions to do a particular thing. This is despite the results because behavior determines a lot from an individual. My reasons were based on free will, no one affected the reasoning hence, the choice to let the noise go. Although there are some of the scholars who would argue against the fact that behavior, reasoning, and cause are not interconnected. I believe in this case that, the three have a certain extent of relationship in the explanation of the question why. 
The love for my bike could not give me another reason to think that something would be taking place. This was another behavior in me to keep and look after my belongings. I would mind strictly the reason that took me to the garage. This is one reason that made me infer that it is the normal situation of the neighbor. Salmon (2003) escalates the discussion of reasons for actions as causes for various things. Despite what the reason may be it justifies the will to do or engage in doing something. I would not give any attention to the fact of the continuous noise that filled our house surroundings. According to Salmon (2003), the fact of making the decision to participate or get involved is based on human behavior. In this case, my behavior has been shaped by my reasoning. My reasoning led to me to the conclusion that it is definitely the neighbor and not something else. Although the hypothetico-deduction exists to give the best explanation of an explanation, it provides for a room to prove the hypothesis of the reasoning. However, in this case, I did not make the haste to scrutinize the hypothesis and prove my thinking.
In many instances, it has always been my behavior to pay attention to the things that I deemed not relevant to me. I would always commit my mind and thinking towards a particular thing that matters at the time. No matter what would happen, I would concentrate to complete what I started. I remember that even when I was in preschool I would commit my time to complete my homework before I would go to play. I would do this despite my peers playing and making noise around. This behavior has been part of me; however, it has never caused me much. It has always shown me good results in whatever I engage in doing. Although at some point my parents advised me to sometime have to pay attention to some other things when necessary, I have never tried to fix and make a move.
My neighbor is a man fond and has a routine to engage in noise each time that he would come home. This would happen sometimes in the morning especially during the weekend or evening of the weekdays. This behavior affected my limit of thinking. Despite the fact that during the incident it was a Monday morning, all that I could think about was the routine of my neighbor. I would not think that it was a Monday and that my neighbor is not home at that time. The inferences are made out of conclusive facts. In this case, my level of making conclusions was inaccurate since I did not exhaust every other aspect before making the conclusion. I would have considers more facts like looking for the neighbor’s yard to confirm that it was really him. Moreover, I would listen and concentrate on the mode and tone of the noise coming from outside. Despite desperate chats and laments from different voices and people, I still considered that it would completely be my neighbor’s behavior. As a result, I assumed the situation to continue fixing my bike. My neighbor’s behavior had been incorporated into people way of living because other neighbors had come to terms with his behavior. 
To sum up, my behavior and habit to concentrate on what I do can be deemed something good because I am good at paying attention. However, this is not entirely the case because this time it caused that which was important to us as a family. The behavior caused much and something that would not be compensated. This is because the pain and the agony of the day can never be forgotten. Although the behavior of concentration and paying attention and the love for my bike are good things and virtues that can be imitated by anyone, my behavior, in this case, cannot be perfect because it did not yield healthy fruits and cannot explain the fact that I let our house burn to ashes.
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Teacher note:
The description is on the right track, but I find the details unclear. I think you need to just say "I was working on my bike. I ignored sounds from outside. I found out the house was burning." Etc. I find it difficult to tell what the gas can has to do with anything or when your dad lost his job and got another one, or what that has to do with anything.

Your explanations need to be unified by the same why question. I think what you're answering is "why did our house burn down?' and that the answer is at least in part "because it was my fault." If I'm mistaken about that, you need to make clear just what the right question is. 

The causal map does not work. Think about it: right now you're saying that loud noises caused you house to burn. What?! That's absurd. I think you just got confused. Look at the example I posted under Files as "exercises in explanation_f18_solutions" and revise this model.

Your narrative explanation should be more emotionally evocative. I recommend adopting more of a story-telling voice and less of a reportorial one. You want to plan the exact emotional arc from arousal through crisis to resolution that you want your reader to experience as he reads the piece. Maybe I'm supposed to feel frightened about the noises you're ignoring, almost like in a horror movie, then shocked by the actual sight of the fire, then saddened by your lose and the end of your old life. Or maybe moral outrage is the last emotion you want your reader to feel, blaming you for this. Whatever it is, plan the emotional sequence first, then revise to fit that. Try using different paragraphs for each step in the emotional cadence, and don;t worry about including all the facts. Sometimes they distract the reader rather than make him feel something. 

As much as I love Salmon, this is not the place for him: you're not answering the question posed by the assignment. Your analysis is well structured but lacks a definite argument about which explanation is better for what purpose, and use of the texts I provided (referencing Salmon would be fine if you also included Velleman and "Causal asymmetry"). You need to state up front a clear criterion by which to privilege one explanation over the other. It seems to me that you are setting up the idea that the causal explanation wins for completeness, that it includes the level of detail about your actions that the narrative does not because it focuses on the audience more than the situation. That would be fine. Another criterion could be parsimony, that the simplest explanation is the best: that too could favor the causal because it ignores the emotional impact (imagine what a panicked parent would say when describing what happened to the fire department, and what that fireman would actually care about hearing). Still another would be empathy: maybe the point of the explanation is to make the audience understand why you experienced the event as you did, in which case the cadence of the narrative would make it more effective. Whatever you choose, state it up front and carry it through. Please also include the primary methods for testing causation and narration, namely the counterfactual conditional for causal arguments (see “Causal asymmetry”) and the idea of cadence for narrative (see “Narrative explanation”). You should use both explicitly as you assess each of your explanations. For example, quote Velleman defining cadence, then show with quotations the sequence of emotions evoked by your narrative. Thus you demonstrate that the explanation works on its own merits, whether or not it is the better of the two.
