
Philosophy 2070 - bottled water assignment 

Due in Week 8 in tutorial (March 06-March 09). 

Many people think that bottled water should be banned from campus. In fact, there is a movement 

afoot in Ontario to remove bottled water from high schools and universities. Guelph is very much at the 

centre of this controversy. Nestle, one of the largest bottling companies in the world, has a large facility 

in Aberfoyle, just outside of Guelph. Nestle obtains its water from the same aquifer that supplies water 

for the City of Guelph and surrounding areas. They call this product “natural spring water” because it 

technically is supplied by a spring. But then, so is all of the water that we use in Guelph.  

The question that I want groups to consider is whether there should be a ban on bottled water at the 

University of Guelph.  Each group should present both a pro and a con position. They should also explain 

why they settled on a particular view. Students should therefore meet outside of class and research 

both sides of this issue. They can present both sides as a group, or, they can structure their presentation 

as a mini-debate, with one side pro and the other against a ban.  

Each group must submit a short report (2-4 pages, double spaced, 12 point font) outlining each side of 

the debate. The report should include a final statement of where the group stands at the end of the 

exercise. Are they divided? Unanimously for or against? Explain why or why not.  

I encourage students to visit the Nestle website as well as the Wellington Water Watchers for opposing 

views on this issue. Both sites are easily found online with a quick search. You are also encouraged to 

expand your search more broadly to see what sorts of information you find.    

Make sure to note that the question to be debated is whether bottled water should be banned from 

campus. One might agree that bottled water is harmful, but argue that it is the responsibility of 

individual students not to purchase it. That is, one might place responsibility on the consumer rather 

than on the supplier. Or, one might argue that bottled water isn’t such a big issue after all. I leave it to 

the groups to consider how they want to structure their debates. The side opposing the ban should 

make clear which position(s) they are defending.  


