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How does Feynman define science? How does he arrive at this definition? 
Feynman describes science as the result of discovery that is worthwhile rechecking by new direct experience, and not necessarily trusting the race experience from the past. He arrives at this definition by employing a perspective of an alien foreign to earth. The evolution would create the being with intellectual capability. The intellectual creatures would then find means to share information rapidly that they have gathered through experience and observation within the course of their life. The creatures would then develop the need to doubt the information being passed on and would hence develop a concept of proofing whatever information is passed and observed. 
Reflect on how the language Feynman uses speaks to his passion about doing science. Examples include, “rewards” and “gold”. Do you initially think of science in these terms?
I initially did not think of science in the same view as Feynman of ‘rewards’ and ‘gold’. Feynman uses this terms to indicate the need of patience in resourcing for information. He emulates that as a scientist, researching and finding out is part of it and whether the results are credible or not, a scientist always derives findings from his research.
How does the transfer of knowledge help/hinder progress? What is the inherent disease in the process?
According to Feynman, transfer of knowledge is significant in development of the species that follows. He expresses the need to transfer the knowledge rapidly so that the species that gains the knowledge would not have to start from scratch and would have a baseline. Feynman then illustrates the transferred knowledge might not be credible and in such a case the wrong information would result in the later species beginning off in wrongful assumptions that might set them further than if they had no knowledge at all. 
What is pseudoscience and how does it pose a danger?
Pseudoscience describes practices, beliefs and statements that are considered to be scientific but do not portray any scientific base. Pseudoscience poses a danger of misdirection where the assumptions may hinder progress and limit knowledge (Lobato, Mendoza, Sims, & Chin, 2014). Feynman also shows that this concept might be destructive to the motivation of learning science.
What are some of the values of science that Feynman gives? What are the roles of these values in the modern world?
Feynman values doubt from a scientist. Doubt, to Feynman, exposes the scientist to new perceptions and eliminates the influence of wrongful assumptions. Feynman also values patience in observation. He acclaims great knowledge coming from patience when looking for answers, and that every feedback whether it is expected or not is a step higher. Feynman illuminates the value of discussion in illustrating and understanding of concepts. Discussion involve asking questions whose answers might result in other questions thus breeding connectivity.
Reflect on the balance of respect/disrespect and acceptance/rejection of the past that allows science to move forward. Why is the notion on “infallibility” dangerous to the scientific progress?
Notions and knowledge gathered and passed down are significant in evolution, thus the need for them to be held sacred. Relevance of the information should therefore be based to provide basis for every aspect of science. The relevance of the information and notion would provide a fine line base for their originality and authenticity. Infallibility in science is destructive since it eliminates room for doubt and thus creates a base that may be unfounded (Tumer, 2013). 
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