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1. State and explain the four tenets of Descartes' substance dualism
Descartes' states that the mind is a thinking and non-extended thing. Here he completely separates the mind as an object and also as a self-operating substance that can be separated from the body and still function. He represents the body as an extended, non-thinking thing. Here, Descartes represents the body as an object which can even perform activities without the mind. However, the operations would be fulfilled without any rational thoughts required.
2. According to Descartes is the mind a physical or a non-physical entity
According to Descartes in mind-body dualism, the mind is a non-physical mental phenomenon. He claims that the mind and body are separable and distinct. He encompasses a collection of views of mind and matter as substance and object. Here he cites a body that can exist without the mind and not have a thinking capacity and mind can act without the body and not have the action capability.
3. What is Princess Elizabeth's objection to Descartes' classification of the mind as immaterial?
From her view, Elizabeth contrast Descartes's theory of dualism of mind and body. She suggests that the mind has extensions, which are the body. It is through these extensions that the mind can be able to fulfill its function completely. From her explanation, she does not buy the idea of separating the mind from the body and having the two perform their tasks as a thinking and acting phenomena.
4. What is Descartes's reply?
Descartes's reply enquires on why we think the weight of a rock is the one that moves the rock downwards. Here, he expresses concerns about how people don't think of how the hand pushed the rock downwards and not just its weight. From the reply, he viewed the weight as 'real quality,' which interacts with the rock, although he shows concerns that this is not the correct view of weight.
5. How does Elizabeth respond to his reply?
To her reply, Elizabeth points out how Descartes denied the separation of weight from the rock as a causally, which interacts with the rock. She disqualifies the illustrations cited. It could not guide any explanation at all. To her, the weight was part of the rock, and each compliments the natural form.
6. Who is presenting a stronger case, at least in this exchange?
I think Elizabeth is presenting a stronger case since she appreciates that the body and mind are two different components. However, she strongly objects separation of the two citing strong dependence and interlink between the two.
State your argument for how you decided on point 4
The idea of a rock and its weight can best well be used to implicate the body and mind of a human being. Here, it would be reasonable to cite that the rock has weight and its matter just like the body and the mind. However, you cannot separate the rock's weight from its matter without wrecking it. The same as the human mind cannot be separated from the body and the two to perform their respective functions. Also, from Elizabeth's view, the mind extends its functions to the body.
7. Do you think that the mind is a physical or a non-physical entity?
I think the mind is a physical entity. The mind is more of an object than a subject. First, we know where the mind is located in the human body, which is the brains of the human skull. Secondly, if we can take it as a substance, that means that one can separate it from the body, and it inserts it into another body and continue the same functions. To me, this is not possible in the subject form but object form.
8. Explain how your position is more helpful to the continued study of the mind and mental states.
My position is helpful in further studies of how one person's mind can be transferred or directed into the other and continue with the same function. Separation would mean one can have someone's mind and use it for their benefits.
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