Summary of Thank You for Smoking

Thank You for Smoking is an American satirical comedy film written and directed by Jason Reitman in 2005. It defines a story of the Big Tobacco Company spokesperson, Nick Naylor, on behalf of the cigarettes spin tactics while attempting to sustain a role model for his son, Joey. Naylor is a lobbyist who abolished researchers and claims that the consumption of cigarettes causes lung cancer. He regularly defends Big Tobacco against health claims from people suffering from the disease. From a number of oppositions and campaigns versus the company, the number of young smokers declines; thus, reducing profits and revenues in the market. Naylor suggests product placement as their marketing strategy in order for the company to recover from their loss and once again increase its sales in the marketplace. He even traveled abroad with his son to meet Lorne Lutch, the man who played Marlboro Man in ads and is now tormented with cancer, to offer him money as a way to silence himself about the issue. Naylor also advises Lutch not to consider campaigning against cigarettes as it would break their deal. As the movement continues to progress, Naylor received a death threat from a caller and shrugged it off. He was kidnapped and then covered with nicotine patches throughout his body. Into his great relief, he learns that he has a great tolerance on nicotine because he was a heavy smoker back then. But due to nicotine poisoning, he was warned not to take cigarettes again or it would result from his death.

Another character that faces critical decision here is a reported named Heather Holloway. There was a great interaction between her and Naylor until the latter told Holloway all about his entire life and career. From the conversation itself. Holloway learned about how Naylor made an agreement with Lutch about him suffering from cancer because of cigarettes; she also discovered the truth behind the Big Tobacco Company’s product placement as a scheme. As a reporter, she decides to expose these truths by revealing it into her article. After that, the Big Tobacco Company fired Naylor. After some time, Naylor falls into a great depression, yet his son continues to support him in terms of the ways he did for the sake of the company –which Joey thinks should be appreciated by the Big Tobacco. Naylor’s spirit was high again and offered a speech in the community: Naylor told that the public awareness plays crucial roles in this type of issue, and therefore, the public should also be held liable for their choices as it is their main responsibility on whether or not to smoke. After all, he was again offered his old job but rejected. He had a change of heart and promised to clear the names of the people involved in his own issue.

Nick Naylor’s Choices

Naylor’s character provided critical problems in this movie. As the spokesperson of the Big Tobacco Company, it is his responsibility to keep the brand’s name clean and healthy. Thus, he made a choice to shrug on the issue that cigarettes cause lung cancer. Fundamentally, Naylor’s choice would be based on Kantian theory considering the idea that he did not think of the consequences of his decision, but rather focus on fulfilling his duty as the spokesperson of the Big Tobacco Company. His character does not necessarily abide by the decision’s impact on other people as long as he is able to justify his position in the company (Misselbrrok, 2013). Meanwhile, it could not be depicted as divine command theory because he disobeyed one of the commandments, which is not to bear false witness against the people. The plot of the movie circulates on how Naylor is able to silence all those people who campaign against cigarette smoking and was successful enough to recover the company from its tragic loss. In my personal view, Naylor’s choice of not conforming to the moral and ethical values is the main issue of the story. He only thinks about his position and it did not ponder about the possible results of initiating to continue cigarette smoking in the society.

Heather Holloway’ Choices

Holloway’s character is the complete opposite of Naylor’s personality in the story. She decides to expose Naylor’s hidden agenda of product placement in the market although it would destroy their relationship in the end. In this case, Holloway’s decision of revealing the truths in the public could be considered as utilitarian theory given that she always put what is good for the people. Technically speaking, her decisions would not be considered as Kantian for the reason that she morally weighed her decision of whether or not tell the people about the truth –given that some media resources are influenced with affluence and influence of people who are in control of the society (Robertson & Walter, 2007). Subsequently, Holloway was able to turn everything down for Naylor; the public’s sympathy over him after he was kidnapped and poisoned easily evaporated. In the movie, I see Holloway practiced a normative ethical theory that emphasizes the rightness or wrongness of the decision based on its outcomes. Thus, she chooses her action over the Big Company’s reputation onto the public as she moves into the interests of the other people instead of focusing on her relationship with Naylor.
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