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I have always believed that philosophy plays a fundamental task in making familiar things or people strange. For example, at the beginning of analyzing something, its characteristics or features might be evident. However, when philosophy is applied in reflecting more about what we see, it may become more perplexing or complex. This is what Philip Goff describes as the problem of consciousness in the reading provided. He indicates that “consciousness poses a very serious challenge for contemporary Science” (Edge, 2019). The main argument of Philip Goff is that there is nothing more familiar to human beings than their consciousness. This is probably because every person has a conscience. However, Goff indicates that individuals’ conscious experiences vary (Edge, 2019). Despite this, everyone is aware of his or her experiences. 
Philip Goff provides evidence and connections between thoughts and consciousness. He indicates that while consciousness might be hard to understand in scientific terms, Physics has played an important role in improving this challenge. He argues that Physics provides a proper understanding of the nature of the existing material world. He indicates that the world is heading to a place “where people are so blown away at the success of physical science” (Edge, 2019). However, as people begin to appreciate Science and technology, they forget about the philosophical underpinnings that accompany them. This is what Philip Goff refers to as a lack of understanding of an individual’s consciousness. As we venture into Science and technology, the mind, which was once familiar, begins to become unfamiliar, strange, and distant. 
I believe that Philip Goff has made an extra effort in providing the connections between thought and consciousness. He provides a vivid description of how consciousness has been a fundamental problem to individuals. He indicates that this problem has been difficult for non-experts to understand. The good thing is that he provides a solution that can improve the understanding of the connections between consciousness and thought. He sets a standard for characterizing the problem. He indicates that “there is a framework that could allow us to make progress” (Edge, 2019). Goff uses the argument provided by Galileo to explain that the problem of understanding the connection between thought and consciousness has been affected by the contemporary scientific paradigm. For example, physics provides explanations in quantitative terms. It uses numeric measurable quantities that do not provide accurate explanations.   
 Therefore, Physics does not provide the explanation that is needed to understand the relationship between thought and consciousness. He indicates that consciousness is qualitative and not quantitative. Goff does not only challenges individuals to think about the fundamental problem of consciousness, but also the place of their minds in nature. The fact that individuals have familiar conceptions, is what makes consciousness strange and unfamiliar. As a matter of fact, individuals have believed that they understand what physics says about reality. Goff states that “one day, we will have a science of consciousness” (Edge, 2019). Based on this, Goff indicates that individuals should understand the phenomenon of consciousness and how it fits into the reality that is provided by physical science.
The argument provided by Philip Goff provides different implications, consequences, and questions. In recent times, there have been discoveries and technologies in areas of relativistics, astrophysics, and cosmology. Despite this, most of the explanations provided by these disciplines have been difficult to verify in laboratory experiments. Therefore, this raises questions about the limits of the Galilean paradigm. This shows why Goff argues that "people are clashing without realizing it" (Edge, 2019). I believe that the question of the relationship between thought and consciousness should be reflected by a large number of people. One reason for this is the high rate of scientific discoveries and the processing of information. However, the article has also provided reflections on the relationship between scientific fields and various disciplines. Goff indicates that the full understanding of consciousness is "about correlation" (Edge, 2019).  Therefore, the common thread among different disciplines is the key to understanding consciousness and its relationship to thoughts. For example, the main thing that science does is only to make predictions. However, its explanations are not accurate. I believe that new concepts should be introduced in the argument to improve its understanding. New concepts should focus on providing evaluations that do not rely on laboratory experiments. This will provide an opportunity for exploring new directions in the research. Apart from this, other scientific fields should also be included in understanding the argument. Despite this, I believe that Goff has done a good job in this article. 
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