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Part II
Question a
One of the romanticism themes in The Man Who Mistook His Wife for a Hat is extreme mental illness. Romantic-era authors like Oliver Sacks were fascinated by extreme mental illnesses. In his book, Sacks presents patients with extreme mental illnesses. For example, Jimmie G. has a condition known as Korsakov's Syndrome that makes him unable to remember anything after few seconds, and Mr. MacGregor, who has Parkinson's disease that has made him impossible to integrate information from the vestibular system. Another romanticism theme in Sacks' book is nature. Notably, Sacks uses the natural habits of patients to study them rather than taking them to scientific settings as the majority of neurologists would do. For example, he studies Tourette's Syndrome in patients as he observes them walk around New York City streets. The romanticism theme of nature is also present in Frankenstein's novel by Mary Shelley. Notably, the beauty, as well as the effect of the natural world, plays a significant role in establishing a suitable setting for the dramatic events that unfolded in the novel. For example, the experience of the monster of appearing into the world unaware of behavioral expectations or social customs is a reflection of the curiosity of romanticism regarding how society shapes the innate nature of human beings moderately.    
Question b
Sacks writes about what he terms as romantic science that is not romantic on the grounds of romantic love rather romantic in the sensation of romantic poets recounting the precision of human nature through the use of narration, which frequently contrasts rationalism as well as quantification values. It is on this note that romantic science seems a contradiction. The romantic critique of science in Shelley's Frankenstein is her notion to reanimate the dead. Shelley's novel was written at a time when science was still in its infancy stages, and philosophers like her were considered illegitimate in the field of science, and therefore her idea to animate lifeless material still a bone of contention among scientists. Shelley believes that approaching humanity from a purely scientific perspective is dangerous and limited because it results in misery. Notably, this is exemplified by Frankenstein, who becomes obsessed with science without questioning the potential effects of his actions, and he later wallows in misery. Similarly, Sacks demonstrates that science is limited when he prescribes Haldol to Ray, one of his patients with Tourette's Syndrome, and when he realizes that this drug makes this patient sluggish, Sacks works with this patient for three months, teaching him behavior adjustment. Sacks conclude that besides drugs, patients need therapies and empathy to heal, and thus science is limited.
Question c
I agree with the two author's critique of science because sometimes relying solely on science as the only approach to understanding human conditions may cause side effects to patients, specifically where healthcare professionals have to use modern technologies like X-rays and Electrocardiogram tests. I also agree with Sacks that relying on drugs is not the only solution to a patient's healing. Notably, drugs may cause side effects like depression and feelings of sluggishness, and thus, other alternatives like therapies and complementary and alternative medicines also have healing potential.   
Part III
[bookmark: _GoBack]From the article The Brain Implants that Could Change Humanity, it is evident that there is hope for a promising technology ranging from artificial intelligence, computerized communication to computerized voice recognition. The medical realm has also experienced significant technological advancements, like the use of computers to facilitate interactions with patients having quadriplegics and other neurologic conditions that cause immobility. Based on the readings from this article, I think Mary Shelley would advise us to consider the scientific breakthroughs highlighted in the article but pay close attention to the consequences they have on society. In addition, I think she would caution people of being obsessed with science as this may result in misery, as was the case for Victor Frankenstein in the novel.The idea of Shelley on science was that scientists should pursue scientific breakthroughs that seek to advance what is already known and what has higher possibilities. I think Shelley's idea on science was that as long as people consider scientific breakthroughs, they should not be obsessed with such breakthroughs because they may have some disastrous effects. Shelley also anticipated informing scientists that they should seek to advance what is already in existence rather than bringing in new inventions. 
The scientific breakthroughs highlighted in the article may have significant positive outcomes for the human population. For example, the use of computers has led to better ways of interaction among patients with neurological conditions, such as people with quadriplegia that cause immobility. Through scientific research, scientists have also been able to invent gizmos that have been helpful to patients with paralysis. Specifically, gizmos help patients with paralysis restore the remaining paralysis, like eyelids and lips, in order to control computer machines. The use of gizmos involves the implantation of sensor arrays on the brain part responsible for controlling the arms. Electrodes, which receive signals from the sensor arrays through computers, are also implanted into the arms. Consequently, the muscles of the arms are strengthened, and patients are able to feed themselves, scratch themselves, or even drink water.
Despite the potential of these scientific breakthroughs, I think Shelley would criticize them for various reasons. For example, she would criticize the technology that facilities interactions among patients with people with quadriplegia exacerbating inequality and violating mental privacy. I think she would also criticize the sensor arrays for causing depression and anxiety among patients. I agree with Shelley that although scientific breakthroughs are promising and have proved to be of great benefit to human beings, we should not be obsessed with such technologies. Rather, we should also be concerned with the negative societal or individual impacts that may arise as a result of using such technologies.   
