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Part I, covering week 7 readings (3.2, 3.4, and “Brain Damage, Mind Damage, and Dualism” (uploaded in Canvas files). You must answer all parts.
(a)How does Descartes define mind and body?
According to Descartes, mind and body are dissimilar substances that interact with each other. In relation to Descartes's argument, the mind is one that thinks but then is not extended. Also, the body is defined as one which is extended but does not think. For instance, a daily incidence that shows dualism in each day of life can be on how an individual goes about anxiety or stress. Mind and body are different as a result of their interaction which is impossible since it involves an inconsistency.  Descartes verifies his own existence as a mind as well as a thinking thing in Meditation II.  Prove of his bodily existence is manifested in his broader proof material things at the end of Meditation VI (Abrams, 2016).
(b)Explain one of the arguments that he gives to support the claim that the mind and body are different substances.
To support the claim that the mind and body are different substances, Descartes made several arguments. For instance, he argued on ''real distinction''. According to him, ''real distinction'' is a technical term that denotes the difference between two or even more substances. In the argument, Descartes asserts that a substance is something that does not need another creature for its existence. It is a clear implication that it exists with the help of God's consensus, whereby a mode is a quality or an affection of an existing substance. 
(c.) Explain how Phelan and his co-authors use this case to argue against Descartes' dualistic view of the mind-body relationship.
Phelan and the Co-authors use the case of Clive Wearing, a man who developed severe amnesia after brain damage to argue against the dualistic view of Descartes on the mind-body relationship. As a philosopher, Phelan poses an argument by asserting that brain damage results in fatal objection to Cartesian dualism over as well as above the interface problem for dualism. Also, Phelan and Co-authors argue that dualism is most conspicuously associated with Descartes who asserted that the mind is an irrelevant substance that makes communication with the corporeal brain. This indicated that body decay does not destruct the mind (Mazzocchi, 2016).
(d.) Explain the point they are making in this quote, given the context of their argument in the article
Given the context of the argument in the article, Phelan and Co-authors make a point in the quote they assert. They are making a point on discouraging the embrace of mind damage by dualists, and the point is supported by asking the necessity of having eternal life for a soul that loses eternal life. 
Part II, covering week 8 readings (3.9, 3.10, "Robots and Minds" (uploaded reading in the Canvas files section))
(1a.) Explain the point he is making with the phlogiston example.
In his argument, Paul Churchland makes a point of eliminative materialism. In this point, he claims that our ordinary and common-sense understanding of the mind is wrong and some mental states posited by common-sense do not exist (Heit, 2018).
(1b). explain why Churchland believes that our common sense understanding of the mind is mistaken and should be replaced with a neuroscientific understanding of the causes of human behavior (you have to explain his argument about what’s wrong with common sense psychology to do this).
Churchland believes that our common sense understanding of the mind is mistaken and should be replaced with a neuroscientific understanding of the causes of human behavior because there is no existence of such mental states. For instance, in relation to common sense psychology, people make mistakes of simple things like saying ‘’read my mind’’ instead of saying ''read my brain.'' Also, another example is why people say ''brain surgery'' instead of ''mind surgery.'' The two illustrations are good examples of the non-existence of mental states.
(1c.) Then, identify a belief that you, or someone you know, held that turned out to be falsified by some scientific fact. Do you think that your beliefs about the mind and self could be similarly falsified by scientific facts? Why or why not?
I had a belief that people who have a lot of money do not have life stresses. However, the belief turned falsified by scientific facts of the non-existence of mental states when I realized that people with a lot of money suffer from a disease like high blood pressure. My beliefs about the mind and self could be similarly falsified by the scientific facts because according to me I was stuck to the beliefs and I could not think of any alternative related to the scientific fact. 
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