
Chapter 27. The Fallacies of Neuroscience Debunked

People who work in neuroscience would have us believe the fallacy that the human brain
perceives the world, but this is only one of many fallacies of neuroscience. In fact, the brain is
only an information processor and doesn't perceive anything. The brain is like a computer that
encodes configuration states of information, and those information configuration states are
processed as energy flows through the computer. The brain can only encode information and
process that information as energy flows through the brain. The only way the information
configuration states of a computer can be perceived is if the computer has an output device like a
computer screen and the forms of information being outputted are observed by an observer that
perceives those outputted forms. Those outputted forms of information are like images projected
from the computer screen to the point of view of the observer that perceives the images.

The Observer, the Screen and the Thing

This is why people in neuroscience speak about the brain constructing a mental screen that
displays mental images. Those outputted mental images can always be reduced to bits of
information encoded on the screen. Like a computer screen, each pixel on the screen encodes a
bit of information. The projected images are forms of information that can be reduced to bits of
information encoded on the screen, with one bit of information per pixel. If we think of the brain
as a computer, each projected image corresponds to a configuration state of information encoded
in the computer. The computer can only process these information configuration states as energy
flows through the computer. If an observer wants to observe these encoded information states, an
outputted image or form of information must be projected from the computer screen to the
observer's point of view. The computer screen is only an information output device that allows



for the projection of images. Those projected images can only be observed if they're projected
from the computer screen to the point of view of an observer that is outside the computer screen.

The problem with neuroscience is it can only explain how the brain constructs a mental screen
that displays mental images. The mental screen is only an output device that displays mental
images. To be observed, those mental images have to be projected from the screen to the point of
view of the observer that perceives those images. The problem is, neuroscience cannot explain
the nature of the observer because it cannot explain the nature of perceiving consciousness.

The number one fallacy of neuroscience is its false claim that the human brain is what perceives
the world even though neuroscience can never explain the nature of the observer. Neuroscience
will never be able to explain the nature of perceiving consciousness because consciousness can
never be reduced to the level of information and energy, and that's all neuroscience can ever talk
about. Neuroscience is forever stuck at the level of talking about information and energy, but
that's not the level at which consciousness arises. Neuroscience is forever stuck at the level of
talking about a mental screen that displays mental images, like a computer screen that outputs the
information encoded in a computer, and the way that information is processed in the flow of
energy. The output device of the computer can only output forms of information, which must be
projected in the form of images from the computer screen to the point of view of the observer
outside the screen that perceives the images. The perceiving consciousness of the observer that
exists outside the computer screen and perceives those images can never be reduced to the
information and energy that's inherent in the construction of those images inside the computer.

The true nature of the observer can never be reduced to a state of information and energy, which
is to say a computer screen cannot observe itself. Even if the brain as an information processor is
able to construct a mental screen that displays mental images, the mental screen can never
observe itself. The true nature of the observer of the mental images displayed on the screen is
always outside the mental screen. How is that even possible? The answer is the observer's mind
is defined on a two dimensional mental screen while the observer's point of view exists in a
higher dimension outside that two dimensional surface. The brain as an information processor
that is characterized by the encoding of information and the processing of information in the
flow of energy can never explain the nature of the observer that is perceiving those outputted
forms of information as displayed on the screen. The observer always exists outside the screen
and can never be reduced to the way information is encoded and processed inside the computer.

Neuroscience can never explain the nature of the perceiving consciousness of the observer
because it's forever stuck at the level at which information is encoded in the brain and the flow of
energy through the brain. Neuroscience is stuck at the level at which the computer is constructed,
which is the level of information and energy. The level at which the perceiving consciousness of
the observer exists is always outside the computer screen and outside the computer. The brain
can never explain the nature of the perceiving consciousness of the observer that perceives the
images projected from the screen to the point of view of the observer outside the screen.



The brain is part of the body of a person, and like the brain, the body of a person is a form of
information that appears in the world. Is the person an observer? At the level of information and
energy, the answer is no. If the form of a person is like an image displayed on a mental screen,
then the observer is always outside that mental screen as mental images are projected from the
screen to the point of view of the observer. The image of a person, which can be reduced to a
form of information encoded on the screen and animated in the flow of energy, must be displayed
on the mental screen, and the point of view of the observer is always outside the screen.

Just as the brain cannot perceive anything, organs of sensory perception inside a body cannot
perceive anything. Organs of sensory perception inside a body only transmit information about
what is being perceived, just as the brain only processes information. That information is
transmitted and processed in the flow of energy that animates the body and the brain.

Confusion about this state of affairs arises because the organs of sensory perception inside the
body transmit both internal and external states of information. Some perceptions are internal
perceptions, like emotional body feelings, and some are external perceptions like external
sensory perceptions. Internal and external only refer to the boundary of the body. Emotional
body feelings are internal to the boundary of the body, while external sensory perceptions are
external to the boundary of the body, but all of these perceptions are perceived by an observer.

The perceiving consciousness of the observer can never be reduced to a state of information or
energy it perceives, since the point of view of the observer is always outside the mental screen
that displays all these mental images. Why then does the observer believe that it is a person that
appears in the world it perceives? If the form of a person is only another mental image displayed
on the screen that the observer perceives, then why does the observer take itself to be a person?

The answer has to do with the nature of internal perceptions, like emotional body feelings that
are perceived internal to the boundary of the body. When the observer perceives internal body
feelings, the observer feels emotionally self-limited to the emotionally animated form of its body
and takes itself to be an embodied person. That feeling of emotional self-limitation to the
emotionally animated form of a body leads the observer to identify itself with the embodied form
of a person that appears in the world the observer perceives. It is as though the person in the
world is the perceiver of that world as the observer identifies itself with the form of an embodied
person. The perception of internal emotional body feelings makes the observer feel self-limited
to the form of the body and emotionally identify itself with the embodied form of a person.

This emotional self-identification of the observer with the form of a body always creates a sense
of separation. The objects of sensory perception that appear external to the boundary of the body
are taken to be separate from the body as the observer identifies itself with the personal form of
the body. This sense of separation in terms of the boundary of the body creates a sense of self
and other. The observer identifies itself with the form of its body and sees all objects of sensory
perception appearing outside the boundary of its body as separate from its body and itself.



This sense of self and other is always created in a subject-object relation. The true nature of the
subject is the perceiving observer and its objects are whatever forms of information it perceives,
but when the observer emotionally identifies itself with the form of its body due to its perception
of emotional body feelings that make it feel self-limited to that embodied form, this normal
subject-object relation of perception becomes perverted as the observer takes itself to be that
embodied form and sees all the objects of sensory perception that appear external to the
boundary of its body as separate from itself. This perversion of the normal subject-object relation
of perception is the nature of personal self-identification.

The normal subject-object relation of perception also helps us understand another fallacy of
neuroscience. The true nature of the subject is the perceiving consciousness of the observer,
while the nature of the objects it perceives are forms of information animated in the flow of
energy. A fundamental fallacy of neuroscience is the problem of qualia. Neuroscience can only
discuss the brain at the level of the encoding of information and the processing of that
information in the flow of energy. Organs of sensory perception in the body can only transmit
information and the brain can only process information. That transmitted and processed
information is always characterized by quantities, like the firing rate of neurons inside the brain,
or the wavelength of light that is absorbed by the retina of the eye. The firing rate of a neuron
inside the brain is a quantity. The wavelength of a light ray absorbed by the retina is a quantity.

The big problem with neuroscience is we don't perceive quantities. We don't perceive the firing
rate of a neuron. We don't perceive the wavelength of a light ray. We perceive qualities, like the
color of light. There is no way neuroscience can explain how the wavelength of a light ray or the
firing rate of a neuron is translated into the color red. The color red is a quality, not a quantity.

This is called the qualia problem. There is no way that neuroscience can ever solve this problem,
since neuroscience is forever stuck at the level of quantities. Neuroscience is forever stuck at the
level of information and energy. What is the solution to this problem?

The solution is to acknowledge that perception always occurs in a subject-object relation, and
unlike all perceived objects that can be reduced to information and energy, the perceiving
consciousness of the subject cannot be reduced to information and energy. The perceiving
consciousness of the observer, which is the perceiving subject in the subject-object relation of
perception, has its own independent existence, independent of whatever forms of information it
perceives and however those forms are animated in the flow of energy.

The qualities we perceive, like the color red, cannot be reduced to quantities, like the firing rate
of a neuron or the wavelength of a light ray, because the perceiving consciousness of the subject
cannot be reduced to information and energy. The subjective qualities we perceive are inherent to
the perceiving subject, and not to its perceivable objects. The subjective qualities we perceive
can only arise in a subject-object relation of perception, and the perceiving consciousness of the
subject can never be reduced to the information and energy of its perceivable objects.



To really solve the qualia problem, neuroscience would have to solve the problem of perceiving
consciousness, which it will never solve because perceiving consciousness can never be reduced
to information and energy, which is the level at which neuroscience is forever stuck.

What is the solution for the problem of perceiving consciousness? Ironically, the answer has
recently been discovered in the science that is most concerned with the study of quantities and
how quantities are quantized. The answer has been discovered in modern physics with the
discovery of the holographic principle of quantum gravity. The holographic principle explains
how information is quantized into qubits of information encoded on a holographic screen.

The major fallacy of neuroscience is the idea that the mental screen of the mind is constructed in
the brain inside the body of a person in the world. Neuroscience assumes that all the mental
images displayed on the mental screen are constructed inside the brain in terms of the neural
structures of the brain. That's where all the mental representations of the mind are assumed to be
constructed. These mental representations are assumed to represent an objective physical reality
of the world that is outside the brain. This is the number one false assumption of neuroscience.

If the mental screen of the mind is not constructed inside the brain, then where is it constructed?
The holographic principle answers this question in terms of an observer in an accelerated frame
of reference. The observer's accelerated reference frame gives rise to the observer's event horizon
that acts as a holographic screen. Everything the observer can observe in its own holographic
world can be reduced to qubits of information encoded on its holographic screen and to the
energy inherent in its accelerated reference frame. The observer's mental screen is a holographic
screen that defines its holographic world. All the representations of the observer's mind are
encoded on its own holographic screen, which is a mental screen. Where is that mental screen?
That mental screen is located at the boundary of the observer's own holographic world.

The irony is that the representations of the mind really don't represent anything. There is no
objective physical reality of the world out there being represented in the mind. The fundamental
nature of all the things the observer perceives can be reduced to qubits of information encoded
on its own holographic screen and the energy inherent in its own accelerated reference frame.
Instead of representing something, these forms of information are projected from the observer's
holographic screen to its central point of view like the images of a movie that are projected from
a movie screen to an observer out in the audience and are animated in the flow of energy.

What then is the true nature of the observer? The observer is the perceiving consciousness that
arises at the central point of view of its own holographic world. That holographic world only
appears to come into existence when the observer enters into an accelerated frame of reference
since that is how the observer's event horizon arises that acts as its holographic screen. The true
nature of the observer is a presence of perceiving consciousness that exists at the center of its
own holographic world and that has its own reality and its own existence that is prior to and
independent of whatever appears to come into existence in its holographic world.



The Universal Mind

People say the world is mental since a mental representation of everything you can perceive in
the world is constructed in your mind as you perceive it, but it's actually the other way around.
The mind is universal. Everything you can perceive is a mental image constructed on a mental
screen, but that mental screen is a holographic screen that defines your own holographic world.
Modern theoretical physics tells us the form of everything you can perceive in your own
holographic world can be reduced to qubits of information encoded on the screen. That's where
your world is defined. That's where your mind is defined, but that's not where you are defined.
You cannot be defined in your own mind or in your own world. The true nature of your existence
as the perceiver is prior to and independent of the creation of your mind and your world.

There is no objective physical reality out there being represented in the mind.
The representations of the mind as constructed on a holographic screen are what we call

physical reality.

In The Feeling of What Happens, the neuroscientist Antonio Damasio attempts to explain how a
mental representation of everything we can perceive in the world is constructed in the mind in
terms of the neural structures of the brain. Damasio assumes there is an objective physical reality
of the world out there that is being represented in the mind in terms of the neural structures of the
brain. Damasio describes this mental representation in terms of the brain constructing a mental
screen that displays mental images of everything that we can perceive in the world. Damasio
calls this mental construction of images displayed on a screen the movie-in-the-mind.

The problem with neuroscience is the problem with Damasio's assumptions, which are full of
logical contradictions. If we are to believe the idea that the brain is what perceives the world, the
most blatant example of these logical contradictions is that the brain is a perceivable object that
appears in the world, and so to perceive the brain, the brain must construct a mental
representation of the brain before the brain can perceive the brain. This kind of logical
contradiction is a paradox of self-reference that makes the whole explanation logically
inconsistent. Damasio as much as admits to the logical inconsistency of his explanation when he
admits there is no way to understand the brain as creating an observer that observes the mental
images displayed on the mental screen.

In Trespassing on Einstein's Lawn, the science journalist Amanda Gefter tries to make sense of
the recently discovered holographic principle of quantum gravity. Based on pure logical
reasoning, she comes to the inevitable conclusion that if the holographic principle is correct,
every observer must observe its own holographic world as images of that world are projected
from the observer's own holographic screen to its central point of view. She identifies the
observer as the central point of view of an accelerated reference frame, and understands that the
observer's holographic screen arises as an event horizon in the observer's accelerated frame of
reference. In the language of modern theoretical physics, the form of everything the observer can



observe in its own holographic world can be reduced to qubits of information encoded on its
holographic screen. That screen is where the observer's holographic world is defined.

Gefter's explanation is far superior to Damasio's because it's logically consistent. There is no
paradox of self-reference. The observer is simply the perceiving consciousness that arises at the
central point of view of its own holographic world. That holographic world appears to come into
existence when the observer enters into an accelerated reference frame. The observer's
holographic screen is the mental screen that displays all mental images of its holographic world.
This tells us the world we perceive is not a mental representation of some objective physical
reality out there. The mind is universal in the sense that all the representations of the mind are
constructed on a holographic screen that defines the observer's own holographic world.

The key point is that there is no objective physical reality out there being represented in the
mind. The representations of the mind as constructed on a holographic screen are what we call
physical reality. That holographic world is always perceived by an observer from the central
point of view of that world as the observer's holographic screen arises as an event horizon in its
accelerated reference frame. That world is observer-centric and observer-dependent since it can
only arise as an event horizon arises in the observer's accelerated reference frame. The logical
correlation of this conclusion is that the observer cannot be defined in its mind or in its
holographic world. The observer's holographic world can only appear to come into existence
when the observer enters into an accelerated frame of reference. The true nature of the existence
of the observer is prior to and independent of the creation of its mind and its holographic world.

Once we understand the representations of the mind this way, they really aren't representations.
They really don't represent anything. The fundamental nature of the thing being observed by the
observer is a form of information that can always be reduced to qubits of information encoded on
its holographic screen. The things the observer perceives are forms of information that are being
projected like images from the observer's holographic screen to its central point of view. The
holographic screen is observer-dependent since it can only arise as an event horizon in the
observer's accelerated frame of reference. In some sense, the things being perceived are no more
real than the projected images of a movie. Only the existence of the perceiving consciousness of
the observer has its own independent reality since it has an existence that is prior to and
independent of whatever appears to come into existence in the observer's holographic world.


