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Is it possible for a business to be ethical or responsible?
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Chapter 2 in this book. This chapter summarizes all kinds of reasons people 

can have to deny this. The claim of the author is that these ‘reasons’ build on 

‘macho myth’ and metaphors. How do we know that these reasons are true?
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These metaphors play an important role in how we think about the possibility 

of companies being ethical. Often without us being aware of it (Solomon 

claims) these metaphors ‘determine’ what we see or think about a company. 

“Seeing as”: We ‘see’ a business as a Darwinean system, or as a machine, or 

as an entity that is at war with other entities, etc.. We use these metaphors in 

our reasoning about the question of what a business can or cannot be or do. 

However, it has not been proven that these metaphors are correct or true 

about business. Still we use them as proofs. Solomon, the philosopher, starts 

to question them. That is ‘doing philosophy.’

At this point, it is not clear how such ‘questioning’ and analysing goes about. 

This is what you may learn in this course. 
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The second quote (taken from the book) aims to make us aware of the role of 

concepts. It also aims to warn us for the enormous effect concepts (as 

expressed in the macho myth and metaphors) have.
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Problems of Empiricism:

- Induction (logically invalid) 

- Causality (cannot be observed)

- Necessary connection (,,)

Hume says that "We suppose that there is some connexion between them; 
some power in the one, by which it infallibly produces the other, and operates 
with the greatest certainty and strongest necessity." -- but there is no 
legitimate basis in our experience for this additional claim. Instead, that claim 
is derived simply from the habit of the mind "upon the appearance of one 
event, to expect its usual attendant, and to believe that it will exist.

Hume’s problem with causality is that ‘the causal connection’ (e.g., a force) 

cannot be observed. Think for instance of the following example. You see to 

circles on a screen. The number 1 moves and touches number 2, and at the 

same instance number 2 starts to move. Would you conclude that the 

movement of number 2 is caused by 1? How would you make the distinction 

between occurrences in which we see that two events (movement of 1, 

movement of 2) immediately follow up on one another, accidentally, or 

causally?

Important in experiments, is that we examine causal relationships by direct 

intervention with the cause. This is the manipulationist account of of causality. 

(So, rather than by passive observation, we learn about causal relationships 



by active experimental interventions).
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