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Brain Damage, Mind Damage and Dualism
Descartes argues that the mind is indivisible because he cannot perceive himself as having any parts. On the other hand, the body is divisible because he cannot think of a body except parts. Hence, if mind and body had the same nature, it would be a nature both with and without parts. Yet such a thing is unintelligible: how could something both be separable into parts and yet not separable into parts? The answer is that it can't, and so mind and body cannot be the same but two completely different natures. Notice that, as with the first version, mind and body are here being defined as opposites. This implies that one can understand a divisible body without an indivisible mind and vice versa. Accordingly, each can be understood as existing all by itself: they are two really distinct substances. 
According to scientists who deal with patients like Clive, Wearing's case entails a drastic loss of clear memories and vital mental capacities for memory formation. Furthermore, scientists concluded that emotional damage was caused by brain damage. The Dualist, on the other hand, would argue that all was a mistake. Although it may seem that Clive has mind trauma, the Dualist may argue that this is not the case, claiming that his mind is absolutely unaffected. Looking at a distorted-input perspective example, “Do you remember your wedding?” he was asked. Clive, on the other hand, says that he does not. 
The dualist may claim that Clive Wearing's memories of his wedding are stored in his immaterial mind. Still, the neurological damage causes him to respond incorrectly: instead of saying, "It was in a beautiful setting, with lots of friends there to celebrate with us...", he says, "I don't remember." But this Dualist response begs the question: why would brain damage only affect some of Clive Wearing's memories? In contrast, if asked if he is married, he will affirmatively answer. So, for the Dualist response to be viable, it must clarify the selective consequences, precisely why Clive Wearing's answer "comes out incorrect" in some cases but not others; otherwise, it will fall short of providing enough explanatory information to compete with the Physicalist explanation.
Part II
Churchland discusses two types of materialism, functionalism and eliminative. He says that phlogiston was a substance that was believed to be in metals and wood. The burning of wood and rusting of metal were believed to be caused by phlogiston in these substances. Later it was found out that burning and rusting actually occurred due to oxygen and bot phlogiston. Churchland now urges that just like the belief of phlogiston's existence was replaced, other aspects like beliefs, pain, and sadness. 
Eliminative materialists claim that the core tenets of folk psychology grossly distort cognitive processes. As a result, folk psychology posits have no place in a serious empirical theory of the mind because they pick out nothing true. According to eliminative materialists, ordinary mental states cannot be reduced to or associated with neurological events or processes. Unlike dualists, however, eliminative materialists believe that the mind is nothing more than what happens in the brain. Mental states are irreducible not because they are non-physical but because they do not exist because common-sense psychology describes them.
Growing up, we believed that wearing clothes red in color would get one hit by lightning during storms. We could not stand near windows, let alone leaving the house if the storm came in a day any of us was wearing red. Even going home after a storm in a red outfit was scary, on the thought of the storm coming again. At times we even feared being close to people in red during a storm. We later learned that that is not true, but people adopted the belief because the remnants of anything hit by lightning are of a fiery red/orange color. I think scientific facts may falsify our beliefs. Our ancestors had beliefs about most things around them, so it's normal to find ourselves looking for things to believe in. also, most people are quick to believe what they read or hear, without considering the level of truth in it. 


