My second question is: Can we tell anything of a physical sort to capture the smell of a rose? This question was derived from Jackson’s epiphenomenal qualia. 
My answer to the question is: No, we cannot. 
As a qualia freak, Jackson believed that physicalism is false. Physicalism may be defined as the idea that the real world is only composed of the physical world. From this viewpoint, only physical substances are in existence (Senderowicz, 2010). It follows that since the mind is physical, physicalism should be able to explain everything that goes on in mind. Jackson refuted this claim on the basis that no matter what explaining is done, one cannot capture the itchiness of itches or the painfulness of pain.   
Just like Jackson, I do not think there is any explanation that exhaustively explains everything physical. The study of physics, biology, and chemistry has taught us much about the properties of substances. For instance, we understand that the colors we see are the result of light reflection in the cones and rods in the eyes. Unfortunately, this knowledge does not tell us exhaustively why some people are color blind. On the same note, some blind people can find their way without a guide or guiding stick. In as much as the sciences tell us about substances, there is always something that they do not tell us. 
Back to the rose, we may be able to describe all of its physical attributes but not its smell. For instance, everyone would understand when we say this rose flower weighs five grams but not everyone would understand its smell. Suppose you tell a person who has never smelled a rose that it smells such and such, the description would amount to nothing. Additionally, one person's sense of smell could be different from that of the other. This means we can tell nothing of a physical sense to capture the smell of a rose. 
[bookmark: _GoBack]The foregoing explanation places great importance on the physical and logical description of a substance. Perhaps, one could understand the smell of a rose if the explanation was logically presented (Mulhauser, 2012). However, it does not seem likely that any explanation would compare to the act of holding a rose to the nose and determining its smell. We may conclude that the sciences cannot fully capture the sensations although they are present in the physical world. Jackson was right in that we can tell nothing in the physical sort to capture the smell of a rose. 
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