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Must cause always be prior to effect?
When we talk about cause and effect, we see it as a single relationship as effect is what follows from the cause. This, for so long has never been doubted. However, is it possible that there can be a situation where the effect comes prior to the cause or even when the cause is not present at all in the situation? We often say that cause and effect must follow one another but find it difficult to identify the relationship that links the two of them together. 
When discussing cause and effect philosophers look towards the Relata in order to distinguishing the relationship in the event. The relata is what links the events together thus allowing us some information on what brings the cause and effect to happen in this order. If you were to hit a billiard ball into a pocket for example it is seen as a singular cause and effect, whereby you hit the cue ball which hit the billiard ball which caused it to fall into the pocket. Therefore, the cause is you hitting the ball and is going into the pocket. We then look further at the Relata to distinguish the relationship between this cause and effect. From this we see that it is split into two separate events where E1 you hit the cue ball which then hit a billiard ball and E2 where the billiard ball went into the pocket. By distinguishing this into two separate events it brings the link between cause and effect closer to answering the question. From this view we can see that the two events escalated from the one cause, which was you hitting the cue ball. Looking at these as separate events you are not able to conclude that this could have happened without the cause coming prior to the effect. The effect is that the billiard ball fell into the pocket and the ball feel into the pocket because it was hit with the cue ball and this would not have happened if you did not hit the cue ball which makes you the cause. This short example concludes you cannot have effect before the cause it is not a possibility. 
From this we then confirm that cause and effect must happen in this order but, it then brings us to the question must there always be a first cause. In the situation where cause is prior to the effect there must be an explanation for the cause. For example, with the billiard ball situation, the cause is you, you hit the ball which causes the effect to take place. This works in most situations however there is only so far this goes. Eventually each situation will lead back to there needing to be a first cause. We also find this in Thomas Aquinas’ motion argument. In his argument that everything is set in motion with one thing causing another to move he concludes that there must have been something that started this domino chain, but we cannot come to find what it was.  That there must be an unmoved mover. This then questions must there be a cause for there to be an effect and must cause come before effect? Or is there possibly a way they are interchangeable. This leads me to my next point:
What came first the chicken or the egg? This question is often overlooked but it fits well to the cause and effect problem. Here we have a cause and effect but there is no way of finding which was the first cause. With this question we almost certainly end up in the circular argument where by you ask ‘what came first the chicken or the egg?’ and we often get the sentence of either the chicken came first in which we respond well where did the chicken come from and with that answer you get that the chicken came from an egg which continues the cycle. This then brings us to our argument, which is the cause and which is the effect? In this instance they are both a cause and both an effect. The chicken causes an egg to be hatched and a chicken causes another egg to be hatched and so on in the cycle. From this you cannot say which is the cause as they are interchangeable in a way. You could argue the egg was the cause and the chicken was the effect and that would be plausible or you could say the chicken was the cause and the egg was the effect. In either one of these situations you can say they are right. However, this then brings us to the conclusion that cause does not have to be prior to effect and also leads us to the new discovery that cause and effect in some ways are interchangeable. As such with the chicken and the egg example, there is no one solid answer that you can use to determine which is the cause and which is the effect as they both seem to be the same both a cause and an effect. 
Following from here it still seems unimaginable that the relationship between cause and effect does not have to be a concrete relationship. 
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