CHAPTER IV

CONCLUSION

The purpose of this study is to (1) describe the dream of Joe Keller, (2)
analyze the attitude and action of Joe Keller’s in making his dream come true, and
(3) elaborate the result of the dream. The data are collected by library research and
Internet. The data corpus in drama entitled 4// My Sons consist of words, phrases,
clauses and dialogs in 4// My Sons that have relationship with the problem. These
data are analyzed deductively based on the philosophical approach.

Joe Keller's dream is to reach happiness. For him happiness is
experiencing something beautiful and amazing; and something, which is beautiful
and amazing, is making the family happy and prosperous. Money and wealth are
not the dream of Joe Keller, but they are the instrument for him to obtain his
dream or his happiness.

In making his dream come true, he takes some attitudes and actions.
Attitudes and actions taking by Joe Keller in making the dream come true are
egalitarian, optimistic, ambitious, and pragmatic. As egalitarian, Joe Keller wants
to get the equal opportunity on his life. He wants to get the equal of the material
possession on his life. He feels that it is necessary to get this opportunity from
other members of the family. Egalitarianism is a moral principle, which believes
that all people should be equal. He believes that he has equal opportunity to do
anything to make him rich. Accordingly, he produces the paris of acroplane

during the war.
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Joe Keller is optimistic that he can obtain his dream of happiness and
prosperity. He is optimistic that he can change the economic problem of his
family and makes the business runs well by the helping of his son, Chris. Joe
Keller is not a type of a pessimistic; he never stops to fight the struggle of his life
and his family. He knows that it is not easy to obtain the dream, but he is
optimistic and has high seif-confidence that he can make his dream come true.

Joe Keller as the head of the family has big responsible to take care of his
family and makes them happy. As a man with big responsibility, he is a type of
ambitious man. He is obsessed by his ambition to make his family happy and
prosperous. As an ambitious man, Keller has big ambition in developing the
business.

Joe Keller is also a pragmatic. He takes the practical way to obtain his
dream in order to make his family happy and prosperous. As a pragmatic, Joe
Keller focuses his action on the practical way to obtain his dream. He only cares
how to make his dream come true. As a pragmatist, Joe Keller can do anything to
make his dream come true. Keller believes that those aspects will support him in
obtaining his dream.

Joe Keller’s has both positive and negative effects. From the positive
effects. there are two positive effects. The first effect is that Joe Keller is not a
dreamer. He is driven by his dream to have necessary attitude and actions. His
attitudes to be egalitarian, optimistic, ambitious and pragmatic person foliow his
dream. The second positive effect is that Keller is successful to obtain his part of

dream that is making his family prosperous by giving them much money.
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From the negative effects, Keller gets bad treatment from his family.
Besides, he also lost the trust from his wife and his son. Keller cannot endure all
of his burdens. And as the result of his action, Keller decides to shoot himself. He
does suicide to account for his action and makes his family happy. Because of his
love toward his family, he can do anything to make them happy, including

sacrifice himself for the family.



BIBLIOGRAPHY

Atkinson, Rita L., Richard C. Atkinson & Ernest R H. 1981. Introduction to
Psychology. United State of America: Harcourt Brace J ovanovich, Inc.

Carlson, Neil R. 1987. Psychology: The Science of Behavior (Second Edition).
Allyn and Bacon, Inc.

Crow, Lester and Allice Crow. 1973. General Psychology. Totowa: Littlefield,
Adams & Co.

D’ Angelo, Frank J. 1980. Process and Thought in Composition. Massachusetts;
Winthrop Publisher, Inc.

Devlin, Joseph. 1938. Webster’s New School and Office Dictionary. New York:
Webster Publishing Company.

Freud, Sigmund. 1959. Suatu Pengantar ke Dalam Tmu Jiwa. Jakarta: P.T.
Pembangunan, Pustaka Sarjana.

Hadi, Sutrisno. 1981. Methodology Research. Yogyakarta: Yayasan Penerbitan
Fakultas Psikologi UGM.

Homby A.S. 1986. Oxford Advanced Learner’s Dictionary of Current English.
London: Oxford University Press.

Hudson, William Henry. 1965. An Introduction to the Study of Literature.
London: George G Harrap & Co Ltd.

Jones, Edward H. 1968. An Outline of Literature. New York: The Macmillan
Company.

Kattsoff, Louis O. 1989. Pengantar Filsafat. Yogyakarta: Tiara Wacana.

Longman. 1987. Dictionary of Contemporary English (Second Edition). Britain:
Clays Ltd, St. Ives plc.

Mc Mahon. 1986. The Psychology of Hibrid Science. Chicago: The Dorsley
Press.

Merriam-Webster’s Collegiate Dictionary. 1994. Merriam-Webster’s, Inc.

Morris, William. 1969. The American Heritage Dictionary of the English
Language. New York: American Heritage Publishing Co, Inc.



Password English Dictionary for Speaker of Bahasa Indonesia. 1993
Kemnerman Semi — Bilingual Dictionaries. Jakarta: Percetakan KBI.

Reaske, Christopher Russel. 1966. How to Analyze Drama. New York: Monarch
Press.

Smith, Ronald E. 1986. Psychology: The Frontiers of Behavior. New York:
Harper and Row, Publishers.

Wellek, Rene; Warren Austin. 1965. Theory of Literature. New York: A Harvest
Book HardCourt, Brace & World, Inc.

Widarso, Wishnubroto. 1992. Ambisi: Kawan atau Lawan. Yogyakarta: Penerbit
Kanisius.

(http://www. washintonmontly.com/features/2003/0303.florida. html).

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Egalitarianism

www.carm.net/atheism/terms.htm

WWW.mises.org/easier/p.asp




