
Volume IV. 
Number 6. 

November^ i8g^. 
Number 2^, 

Whole 

T H E 

P H I L O S O P H I C A L R E V I E W . 

S E L F ^ C O N S C I O U S N E S S , S O C I A L C O N S C I O U S N E S S , 
A N D N A T U R E . II. 

V I . 

0 0 far, then, a reality, external to my finite Ego, means a 
^ world of other experience with which my experience is 
contrasted. This world is concretely defined, in the first 
place, as the world of other human experiences than my own. 
What these experiences actually are, I learn only by myself 
repeating the expressive deeds of my fellows, and by attributing 
to these deeds, when performed by my fellows, an inner 
meaning similar to the one which I more directly observe in 
the deeds when I myself repeat them under conditions similar 
to those in which my fellows have already performed them. 
Of course, no such interpretation of any human meaning is 
infallible ; but I am verifiably right in saying that, at every 
step, this social process does really bring me into relation 
with experience which, until I performed the deeds of social 
imitativeness, was not mine. This concrete new experience, 
which was not mine until I imitated, was then before my 
imitation, at the very least, a possible experience other than 
mine. The whole social world is full of suggestions of such 
actually possible experiences. If every real possibility must, 
logically speaking, have a basis in actuality, I am philosophi­
cally warranted in saying that all these suggestions of other 
human experience which social imitation interprets, and which 
common-sense trusts, do as a fact stand not only for a barely 
possible enlargement of my inner Ego, but for real experience 


