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ABSTRACT 
  

Zubaidi. 2011. Kelleher’s World View on Iron Star Novel (The Different Point of 

View in Seecing Terrorism) A Genetic Structuralism Research. Final Project. 

English Department. The Faculty of Languages and Arts. Semarang State 

University. First Advisor: Henrikus Joko Yulianto, S.S, M. Hum. Second 

Advisor: Bambang Purwanto, S.S, M. Hum. 

 

Keywords: Genetic Structuralism, Author’s world view, Iron Star Novel, 

Different point of view in seeing terrorism 

 

The purpose of this research is to find the author world view of Iron Star 

novel. The objective of this research are to analyze the structures of Iron Star novel, the 

work of Brian Kelleher reflecting the problematic characters due to inter-character 

relationship, to analyze the historical background or social event of American people 

consolidating the birth of Iron Star novel, and to explain the Kelleher‟s world view (vision du 

monde) of seeing terrorism reflected on Iron Star novel. 
  In getting to the main point of this research, the writer uses Genetic Structuralism 

approach which developed by Lucien Goldmann. Genetic Structuralism is an approach in 

literary research in which combine structural analysis and sociological analysis. The first step 

is by doing intrinsic analysis of the structure of the novel and relates one another to find the 

meaning of the novel. After that the writer elaborates the intrinsic analysis with social and 

historical events of author‟s society consolidating the birth of the novel to reveal the author 

world view.  
The result of this research shows that Iron star novel has flash-back plot, the 

problematic character named Joe Copp, setting on the USA around the end of World War II, 

while the theme is obeying the laws in doing war toward terrorism. The problem revealed on 

Iron Star novel is the sending of Nazi‟s agent to the USA to kill the President FDR. The 

mission was done by more practice of killing many people of America that become a terror 

and the residents stayed in fear. While the FBI agent, Copp tried to stop it together with 

breaking the FBI‟s laws and his boss explained to him that he was wrong and should obey the 

laws. The different point of view in seeing terrorism revealed by the author that 

people must keep obeying the laws that had been agreed by people, while the 

government of America has different view that they must do war toward terror. They 

often legalize themselves in do the war to other country in which the terrorists come 

from. They also often ignored the resolution of the World Organization that in doing 

that they must also pay attention to the international laws and do not ignore them. 

From the result above, the writer concludes that the world view of the author revealed 

on Iron Star novel is people must keep obeying the international laws in seeing and 

facing terrorism. 
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CHAPTER I 

INTRODUCTION 

This chapter has six sections. They are about background of the study, reason 

for choosing the topic, statement of the problems, objective of the study, significance 

of the study, scope of the study, and outline of the report. 

1.1 Background of the Study 

Literature is a social and historical document that concern on a life of people in a 

society. Literary works are written by author imaginatively and rooted in many 

factors outside of them. Historical and social environment are some of the factors 

which influence the literary works because an author is a part of society who takes the 

idea from what happened in his surroundings. He can record every event and present 

it in his fictional work. Glickberg in Endraswara (2011:77) says that all literature, 

however fantastic or mythical in content, is animated by a profound social concern, 

and this is true of even the most flagrant nihilistic work. 

Iron Star novel that is written by Brian Kelleher which will be the object of this 

research analysis also contains social concerns in America during the end of World 

War II. This novel which has its setting in America during 1945, as the end of World 

War II has problematic characters reflected in the relation with other characters. The 

problematic characters reflect the author world view of his society. In finding the 
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world view of the author, there is an approach called genetic structuralism that is a 

branch of sociology in literature.  

Genetic Structuralism is intended in finding the author‟s view in his works as 

his reaction towards his society. We can know the author‟s view of his society from 

his work because many writers write a work based on his society aimed at getting a 

better understanding of his society. As Hall in Endraswara (2011:78) says that the 

concept of literature a social referent is, however, perfectly viable since it takes into 

account the writer‟s active concerns to understand his society. 

A writer of literary works is a very good person in presenting society in his 

work. Although they are not anthropologist or sociologist, they can record what 

happen in a society in a deep way. They also sometimes reveal the psychological 

problems of the character in a form of life manner in his work. 

Literature as the branch of arts is a good way in spreading ideology and 

influencing other people. People read literature as a way to get pleasure. Reading 

literary works can give us any facts of reality, not only a fictional story. Many literary 

works are written based on facts that bring our perspective to see the history in many 

points of view. By studying the literary text, we will know many functions of it. 

Some works are written only for giving pleasure, while the others are written to 

convey many aspects and motives including political, economic and human life and 

culture. The writer usually writes in his work together with his ideology. Ratna 

(2005:367) says: 
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Karya sastra bertujuan dengan demikian merupakan salah satu genre sastra 

yang berkaitan serta dengan kepentingan-kepentingan kelompok, pengarang 

sejak awal telah dibekali dengan niat dan ideologi tertentu. Karya sastra 

dianggap sebagai alat yang pada gilirannya dapat difungsikan sebagai sarana 

untuk menyampaikan maksud-maksudnya.dengan adanya intensitas pada tujuan 

tersebut, maka aspek-aspek lain yang justru lebih penting, seperti kualitas 

estetika secara keseluruhan, kurang memperoleh perhatian. 

 

Many critics say that a good literary text must not have any intention to convey 

ideology, because literature is written to give any pleasure and for aesthetic reasons. 

Literature in Russia had ever been used to convey ideology of communist and give 

limitation to all writers to write their work according to the interest of the parties. 

While in Indonesia, we can see how Lekra (Lembaga Kebudayaan Rakyat) about 

1960 used literature to convey their ideology to people. They also used it to achieve 

the parties‟ interest. The problem of literature in this form is that the writer can not 

freely write what he wants. He is limited in writing as long as it is suitable with the 

interest of their party or the ideology of their community. 

On the other hand, if we relate to social function of literature, we will see that 

any literary text has a moral value for readers. A writer tries to write a literary text 

and give any moral values as his participation in his society because a writer is a part 

of it. He will also be influenced by his society in writing about his ideology as a 

reflection of his society fact into the work. As literature has a close relation to any 

society, it will be able to function as the means in understanding the society even 

though it cannot be used as a study scientifically like sociology or history. Any work 

of literature also be used to study a social class and reflect their ideology. Eagleton in 

Bressler (1999:218) holds that literature in actuality is a product of an ideology. This 
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ideology is a result of the actual social interactions that occur between people in 

definite times and locations. 

Brian Kelleher, in his novel Iron Star also conveys his ideology, especially 

about American people toward their enemies after the war ends. The ideology is not 

stated clearly because it is written in a fictional work that seems unreal. Yet, since 

literature also has extensive context including aspects of sociology, it must be that 

what is happening in fictional work is based on author‟s perspective towards his 

experience of his society. It means that although in a form of fictional work, it is not 

really all are fiction because there are some real things inside it such as name of 

characters, places, and the events. Those can be studied with sociology of literature. 

While the approach of sociological literature including genetic structuralism will be 

applied in this study, is a means of studying the reality from a literary text. 

The study of this novel is intended to analyze the world view inside it. The 

novel tells about the lost of Germany in World War II. Then it sent an agent to kill 

the USA‟s president, F.D. Roosevelt. The plan of killing the president was done by 

doing more practices. There were many people in the USA killed by the agent that 

make many of them stay in fear. An agent of FBI tried to run after the killer that had 

made chaos in the USA. He tried to catch the man who created a terror in his state. 

The world view of this study is to analyze the USA‟s enemy (terrorist) reflected by 

the Germany‟s agent who plans to kill the president. The agent has no right in doing 

such catching of the killer because he has a bad record in his past that make him be 

punished in working inside the building of FBI office. He breaks the law in order to 
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be able to catch the killer. He comes back work in field without agreement of his boss 

in the FBI office. 

This kind of action in catching the killer is for saving the country. But because 

he broke the law, it seems that he had done the wrong way. It is like what the USA 

did in attacking terrorist. The USA often breaks the international law in legalizing its 

action in attacking the terrorist out of the country. And what is revealed in the novel 

seems to be a reflection of the USA toward its enemies (terrorist) that become the 

main point and world view of the author.   

As we see in reality about American government foreign policy, it always gives 

more advantageous for them and often has bad effects to some states. So, this study 

will give the paradox view about terrorist from other point of view of American 

people such Chomsky says that if the actor is ourselves (USA) the action of attacking 

many people is not a terror because we are the actor, but if the actor is not ourselves it 

is really a kind of terror.  

We can also see that how the USA always legalizes many things in order to 

make the foreign policy always have authority. For instance, in the end of World War 

II, all of USA soldiers did not have wrong thing about what they had done in the war, 

while Japan and Germany are in the wrong side and responsible for the war. The 

court said that the USA is in the right side. It is as if the USA as a superpower states 

has authority in the world and even in another states. So, this study will show us how 

the USA also has being the wrong side in her foreign policy. 
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1.2 Reason for Choosing the Topic 

Social life seems to be very interesting to study since we are a part of it. Analyzing 

social cases will give us a good perspective to become more aware of what happens 

in our surroundings. Our sense towards social problem will increase and make us tend 

to participate in coping up with it. The study of social life can be done from history, 

pamphlet, newspaper, biography, and also literature, because literature is a part of 

human life that it is written by author that he contemplates his surroundings. 

Therefore, studying literature will give us not only pleasure, but also the facts of 

history, especially the society of the author. 

Iron Star, a novel of Brian Kelleher tells about war and murder set in America 

during the end of World War II. This novel seems to be close with how American 

people view toward their enemies (terrorism) in the war when they became the 

winner or in other word we call as superpower state. This novel was published in 

2001 as happening in America a great accident of WTC (World Trade Center) 

building bombing and the terrorism issues that had been reveal some years before the 

explosion of the building. The situation on the novel as the aftermath of the World 

War II seems to have been related. This novel also shows how the effect of the war 

had caused people to live in misery and fear.  

The novel shows how the characters solve the problem in overcoming the 

conflict and its root. It is such a kind of example as a civil society in coordinating 

with the government to achieve peace. The choice of the study is hoped that it will 
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give some short explanations on how we will do for our country as a civil society to 

achieve peace as many civil wars or internal conflicts tend to occur in our country 

easily. The other advantageous is how we view something from other different point 

of view. This study will lead us to know that not all American people are in same 

opinion in viewing the terrorism that happened in America. 

 

1.3   Statement of the Problems 

There are problems that I will focus on this study of genetic structuralism of 

Iron Star novel. I draw the problems into as follows: 

1. How is the relation among structures (intrinsic elements) of Iron Star novel by 

Brian Kelleher which reflect character‟s conflict in relation with other 

characters?  

2. How is the historical background or social event of American people 

consolidating the birth of Iron Star novel?  

3. How is the vision du monde (author‟s world view) of seeing terrorism reflected 

in Iron Star novel?  
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1.4 Objective of the Study 

The objective of the study is as follows: 

1. To analyze the structures of Iron Star novel, the work of Brian Kelleher, 

reflecting the problematic characters due to inter-character relationship or 

environment. 

2. To analyze the historical background or social event of American people 

consolidating the birth of Iron Star novel. 

3. To explain the Kelleher‟s world view (vision du monde) of seeing terrorism 

reflected in Iron Star novel. 

1.5 Significance of the Study 

This study is expected to give some advantages for the following sides: 

1. To enrich the literary research especially the sociological research in literature 

by using genetic structuralism approach. 

2. To analyze the view of Americans in facing terrorism issues through world 

view of author as a part of society reflected on Iron Star novel. 

3. To enrich reader‟s perspective and creativity in doing a literary research. 

 

1.6 Scope of the Study 

The scope of this study focuses on literary research of Iron Star, a novel by 

Brian Kelleher by using sociological approach developed by Lucien Goldmann, 
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which is called genetic structuralism. This study includes analyzing the structure of 

the work concerning with the intrinsic elements of the novel reflecting problematic 

characters, analyzing social condition of the author‟s society that consolidating the 

birth of the work. After that, both are combined to interpret the novel dialectically to 

achieve the ideology or vision du monde (world view of the author). 

 

1.7 Outline of the Report 

This study is divided into five chapters: 

Chapter I is introduction which consists of general background of the study, 

reasons for choosing the topic, statements of the problem, objective of the study, 

significance of the study, scope of the study, and outline of the report.  

Chapter II presents the review of the related literature. Review of related 

literature contains the definition of novel as the object of study. The explanation of 

novel and its aspects will help reader in getting better understanding of this study. 

Besides, it presents theories of literature especially structuralism theory and genetic 

structuralism that will be used as the means to analyze Iron Star novel as the object of 

analysis. 

Chapter III concerns with the technique in analyzing data.  This chapter 

mentions how this study will be conducted from the first step until the last step that 

the writer will do in this project. It is stated about the kind of research he is doing and 
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how he will do it, such as how he gets the data and the process of doing the procedure 

analysis. 

Chapter IV is about the result and discussion that contains of presentation about 

the analysis to the novel by applying the theories. The steps in doing the discussion 

are firstly by analyzing intrinsic elements and then doing dialectical methods in 

interpreting genetically together with the social condition and history of America 

when the novel was written and its relation with the history of the end of World War 

II as the main theme of the novel. 

While the conclusion and suggestion is presented in chapter V as the last 

chapter. It presents the conclusion after I did my research and suggestion to the reader 

what to do in literature after reading this study. To whom that they concern the 

literature they can use this study as the reference in doing the same research using the 

same theory that can be applied to another work. They can also do other analysis 

using other theories and approaches. 



 

11 

 

CHAPTER II 

REVIEW OF RELATED LITERATURE 

 

This chapter presents some sub-chapters which consist of some theories 

underlying the topic of this study. The sub-chapters are the definition of novel and its 

elements, the theory of structuralism, and the theory of genetic structuralism. 

2.1   Novel 

Novel is a branch of fiction that developed late in history; but a relish for stories 

seems to be as old as recorded humanity (Boulton 1975:1). Novel is different from 

other kinds of literary works like drama and short story. Drama relates to fiction that 

is played by characters in the play, while short story is like a novel but very short. 

Novel is very long and to read a novel people need more time and not enough to only 

read for one sitting. Kenney (1966:103) stated that novel is generally thought of as 

containing about forty-five thousand words or more. Because being longer than short 

story, a novel can reveal further development of characters and have more incidents, 

scenes, setting, and take place in longer span of time. 

2.2   Elements of the Novel 

 The elements of a novel are plot, character, point of view, setting, theme, mood, 

style and tone. The definitions of those elements are as follows:  
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2.2.1 Character and Characterization 

There are human and non-human in a story. Characters include non-human beings 

because we often find the characters in the form of animals, plants, or even strange 

creature. Abrams in Koesnosoebroto (1988:65) defines character as a short, and 

usually witty, sketch in prose of a distinctive type of a person. He further quotes the 

definition of character as the persons, in a dramatic or narrative work, endowed with 

moral and dispositional qualities that are expressed in what they say (1988:65). 

Robert (1969:11-12) defines character in literature as the author‟s creation, 

through the medium of words or a personality and consistent with it. A general 

definition about character is provided by Moore (1966:333). He states that the 

characters are people of a novel. The characters in a story can be divided into two 

groups. Koesnosoebroto (1988:67) says that in the basis of importance, we can 

distinguish two types of character, main or major character and minor character. 

Major character is the most important character in a story. Minor characters are 

characters of less important that those of the main characters. 

There are two types of characterization in fiction, telling method and showing 

method. From these types of method we will able to disclose every character in any 

story. These methods are based on Pickering and Hooper. They explain as follows; 

One method is telling, which relies on exposition and direct commentary by the 

author. In telling-a method preferred and practiced by many older fiction 

writers-the guiding hand of the authors is very much evidence. We learn and 

look only at what the author calls to our attention (Pickering and Hooper in 

Albertine Minderop, 2005:8) 
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The other method is the indirect, the dramatic method of showing, which 

involves the author‟s stepping aside, as it were, to allow the characters to reveal 

themselves directly through and their actions. With showing, much of the 

burden of characters analysis is shifted t the reader, who is required to infer 

character on the basis of the evidence provided in the narrative (Pickering and 

Hooper in Albertine Minderop, 2005:22) 

 

To find the characterization, we can use both of the methods as the writer will 

use both of the methods in describing people or characters in the novel. The telling or 

showing method will appear in every character in a novel. It is because that the 

character will seem the same as that in the reality. 

 

2.2.2 Plot 

In presenting a work of art, an author actually arranges some events into a 

series and in such a way that it becomes a story which can be enjoyed. Moore 

(1966:332) defines plot as the main story, the pattern of action which raises a conflict 

and eventually resolves it, and which not only determines what will happen, but when 

and how with that result, the plot of a story develops in a definite pattern. 

Koesnosoebroto (1988:29) says that plot or the structure of a story is the arrangement 

of tied-together chronological events which have causal and thematic connection. 

Koesnosoebroto (1988:46) also adds that a narrative structure has always been 

divided up into three thoroughly natural parts: the beginning, the middle, and the end. 

Further the three parts are explained as follows: 

 



14 

 

 

1) The Beginning 

In this part, the readers are introduced with a general situation. Usually, it will 

introduce the characters, describe their background, and so on. The beginning 

will also describe the place and time of events and suggest the basic lines of 

the conflict. 

2) The Middle 

It is supposed to describe all the troubles in the conflict; it is here that the 

incidents of action are dramatized into scenes; each scene shows theory the 

rise of the one that comes before in dramatic intensity. Until after a number of 

crises, a climax is reached-it usually refers to a “turning point”. This point 

marks the end of the middle and the beginning of the end. 

3) The End 

It is supposed to make clear all the consequences of the action. Perhaps it will 

tell what finally happen to all characters in the story. It will point out the 

moral of the story and knit up any of loose ends of the plotting.  

  

2.2.3 Point of View 

Each story has a story teller, it does not tell itself. Whoever tells the story must 

be somewhat in relation with the story. The position from which action in literary 

work is seen, heard, pondered, and described is called point of view (Roberts, 

1965:21). Morris as quoted by Tarigan (1986:140) divides point of view into five: 
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1) The omniscient point of view 

In this point of view, the author knows everything, and even what is being 

thought and felt by the characters. He can see all the characters‟ behavior 

from every angle. 

2) The first point of view 

The author talks as one of the characters. The author involves the story using 

“I” as the first person. 

3) The third person point of view 

A person outside the story acts as a narrator. This point of view is 

characterized with the use of pronouns: “he”, “she”, “it”. 

4) The central intelligence 

The story is presented through one of the characters‟ eyes, although there is a 

relationship with what is done by the omniscient narrator. 

5) The scenic 

The narrator is taken out from the story, and the story is presented in 

conversation or dialogue, as seen in drama or play. 

2.2.4 Setting 

Setting not only refers to place, but also to time and everything that time 

implies (Roberts, 1965:43). Setting is the time and place or conditions in which the 
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story takes place. Setting always colors the events and shapes it. In a good story, 

setting is so well integrated with plot, theme, character, and style that the readers are 

hardly to be aware of. When setting dominates or a work presents the manners and 

customs of a locality, the result is local color writing or regionalism. 

2.2.5 Theme 

The theme is inseparable from the totality of the story. A story expresses the 

values of an author and his conception of the human condition. In that sense, the 

whole story embodies his theme. Jenkinson and Hawley (1974:16) say that theme is 

an idea, frequently, not completely worked out so as to be stateable in a sentence 

which grows out of the text and tends to be repeated with variations and develops as 

the novel progresses. 

2.2.6 Mood 

  A kind of mood or emotional aura is suggested primarily by the setting and it 

helps to establish the readers‟ expectation. The mood tells what lays in the authors‟ 

mind when he was writing a story. It can be influenced by his surroundings and his 

cultural background. 

2.2.7 Style 

To achieve certain effects, an author uses words and characteristic ways from 

the resource of language. Abrams (1962:191) mentions that in traditional theories of 

rhetoric, style is classified into three main levels; the high (grand), the middle (mean), 
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and the low (the base or plain style). Koesnosoebroto (1988:124) insists that there are 

three elements of style. They are as follows: 

1) Diction 

Diction means choice of words that an author chooses in his work. In 

analyzing the diction of a story, we should pay attention to its denotation and 

connotation. 

2) Imagery 

Imagery is simply the collection of images in the entire work or any 

significant part of the work. It is used to take the readers‟ interest so it can 

give enjoyment to them. Imagery also has functions to give pictures of the 

story to the readers‟ mind. 

3) Syntax 

It is the last element of style. Analyzing a work of art or literature from its 

syntax means that we should analyze the work through the ways the author 

arranges words into phrases, clauses, and finally whole sentences to achieve 

particular effects. Sentences can be examined in terms of their length, form, 

and construction. 

2.2.8 Tone 

Tone of a story is the “voice in which it is conveyed and the attitude that the voice 

expresses”. The authors‟ tones are various. Sheridan (1966:9) states that the qualities 

of the author‟s tone can be described by a variety of terms among which the most 
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common are neutral, authoritative, exclamatory, reflective, dignified, referent, 

sentimental, arrogant, self-deprecatory, mock-serious, cynical, sincere, ironic, and 

sarcastic. 

Based on the explanation above, the writer tried to elaborate the definition and 

elements of the novel in order to give a deeper understanding to the readers since the 

writer‟s object of the study is about novel. The writer thinks that by understanding the 

definition and the elements of the novel first, it can help the readers to catch the point 

that the writer presented to them. Besides, for those who are interested in the topic of 

novel and have a willingness to analyze a kind of material from novel, the writer 

hopes that this study will be useful for them as reference.  

 

2.3  Theories Underlying This Study 

It is impossible for a researcher to achieve the goal of research scientifically 

without using any theories as the basic of analysis. The theory will help researcher to 

get a better understanding in what he concerns in his study. Therefore, it will be 

explained some related theories to this study. They are structuralism and genetic 

structuralism. These theories will be used as means of interpretation of the literary 

work and analyze the problems as stated in chapter one. 
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2.3.1  Structuralism in Literature 

Structuralism in literature is also called objective study toward literary text because 

the focus of this study is the text itself as giving meaning autonomously. This 

approach is also called an intrinsic study that analyzes only the meaning of how the 

intrinsic elements of a literary text as structures relate to each other and then give a 

meaning. This study was developed as the reaction of an expressive approach which 

places the literature as the expression of the writer.  

In the development of literary criticism, this study does not give the satisfaction 

to some critics, and then they finally developed another theory which uses Saussure‟s 

theory about structure of language and applied it in literature. The focus of this 

literary criticism is not on the meaning of literature is, but on how the literature give 

meaning through the relation of its whole structure. Genette in Green &  Lebihan 

(1996:75) says that structuralism is bound up with the general movement away from 

positivism, „historicizing history‟ and the „biographical illusion‟, a movement 

represented in various ways by the critical writings of Proust, an Eliot, a Valery, 

Russian Formalism, French „thematic criticism‟ or Anglo-American „new criticism‟. 

Structuralism is formerly applied in language. It was developed by a Swiss 

philologist, Ferdinand de Saussure. His lecture during 1906-1911 was written and 

published by his students as Course in General Linguistic. It is one of the seminal 

works of modern linguistics and forms the basis for structuralist literary theory and 

practical criticism. Bressler (1998:94) stated in his book Literary Criticism: 
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The root of structuralism is derived from Saussure that examines the structure 

of language. The era after him some critics tried to apply in literary research. 

Structuralists say literature is similar to the structure of language. Literature is a 

self encoding system of rules that is composed language. And also like 

language, literature needs no outside referent but its own rule-governed but 

socially constrained system.  

Structuralism applied in literature focuses on the internal workings and 

structures of texts. Structures are seen to be complete in themselves, and to a great 

extent evident in the texts. Because of this criticism focuses on the intrinsic elements, 

it may not be intruded by other external influences. The history, social background 

will have no influence in making a meaning in any literary texts. Then to find the 

meaning the researcher must relate all elements as a totality structure. According to 

Piaget in Green & Lebihan (1996:55-56): 

He (Saussure) discusses structure and transformation. As a first approximation, 

we may say that a structure is a system of transformation. In a s much as it is a 

system and not a mere collection of elements and their properties, these 

transformations involve laws; the structure is preserved or enriched by the 

interplay of its transformation laws, which never yields results external to the 

system nor employ elements that are external to it. In short, the notion of 

structure is comprised of three key ideas: the idea of wholeness, the idea of 

transformation, and the idea of self regulation.  

 

While Endraswara in his book Metodologi Penelitian Sastra (2011:49) says:  

 

Strukturalisme pada dasarnya merupakan cara berpikir tentang dunia yang 

terutama berhubungan dengan tanggapan dan deskripsi struktur-suktur. Dalam 

pandangan ini karya sastra diasumsikan sebagai fenomena yang memiliki 

struktur yang saling terkait satu sama lain. Kodrat struktur itu akan bermakna 

apabila dihubungkan dengan struktur lain. Struktur tersebut memiliki bagian 

yang kompleks, sehingga pemaknaan harus diarahkan ke dalam hubungan antar 

unsur secara keseluruhan. Keseluruhan akan lebih berarti dibanding bagian atau 

fragmen struktur. 
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From the previous quotation, we can conclude that in understanding a literary 

text structuralism-based, we must understand every element of literature in a work 

and their relation to each other to achieve the meaning of the text. The elements may 

not be separated from other elements because they stand as systems which build the 

structure. The main intention in this research is a totality meaning in a structure. Frye 

in Eagleton (2007:133) says: 

Kesusastraan ialah sebuah „struktur verbal otonom‟ yang terputus dari acuan 

lain di luar dirinya, sebuah area yang tersegel dan menatap ke dalam yang 

„mengandung kehidupan dan realitas dalam sebuah system hubungan verbal‟. 

Yang dilakukan sistem ini hanya menata ulang unit-unit simbolisnya dalam 

hubungannya satu sama lain, bukan dalam hubungannya dengan realitas apapun 

di luar sistem. 

 

Structuralism has basic point in literary analysis that place literary text as the 

center of analysis. Its focus is on the form of a text itself that some critics say it is a 

kind of formal research. The form of text including aesthetic, figurative, and the 

beauty of language is the focus. Endraswara (2011:51) says: 

Peneliti strukturalis biasanya menggunakan pendekatan egosentrik yaitu 

pendekatan penelitian yang berpusat pada teks sastra itu sendiri. Berarti, paham 

penelitian ini lebih memandang unsur formal karya sastra. Maka, paham 

semacam ini sering menamakan dirinya paham peneliti formalisme. Para 

formalis lebih memandang karya sastra sebagai ungkapan bahasa yang berbeda 

dengan bahasa-bahasa lain. Karya sastra memiliki bahasa khas. Dengan 

demikian, antara strukturalisme dan formalism sebenarnya memiliki wilayah 

dan ancangan yang sama dalam memahami karya sastra. 

  

According to Wellek and Warren, the primary elements in fiction are (1) plot, 

(2) character and characterization, and (3) setting, while the other elements are as 

secondary elements (1989:196-275). The primary and secondary elements of the 

novel have been stated in the previous explanation in this chapter. This study will 
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analyze the primary elements and relate them one another to show the problematic 

characters as one of the point of the study. 

In the further development on literary criticism, some critics said that this 

criticism is less valid in achieving meaning in literary research. It is because of this 

research is away from literary context which relate to society. It seems that literature 

does not have social function which has ideology and moral value to educate readers. 

Jameson in Scholes (1976:76) says:  

Formalism thus, as we have suggested, the basic mode of interpretation of those 

who refuse interpretation: at the same time, it is important to stress the fact that 

this method finds its privileged objects in the smaller forms, in short stories or 

folk tales, poems, anecdotes, in the decorative detail of larger works. For 

reasons to which we cannot do justice in the present context, the formalistic 

model is essentially synchronic, and cannot adequately deal with diachrony, 

either in literary history or in the form of individual work, which is to say that 

Formalism as a method stops short at the point where the novel as a problem 

begins. 

 

While Endraswara (2011:52) says:  

Sebagai sebuah model penelitian, strukturalisme bukan tanpa kelemahan. Ada 

beberapa kelemahan yang perlu direnungkan bagi peneliti struktural, yaitu 

melalui struktural karya sastra seakan-akan diasingkan dari konteks fungsinya 

sehingga dapat kehilangan relevansi sosial, tercerabut dari sejarah, dan terpisah 

dari aspek kemanusiaan. 

The structuralism in literary research has some weaknessess in interpreting as it 

takes a literary text apart from the social context. This research finally had been 

criticized by Marxists that literature has relation with society. Literary text has 

function in society as the ideology transferor. Ratna (2011:332) says:  

Sosiologi sastra berkembang dengan pesat sejak penelitian-penelitian dengan 

memanfaatkan teori strukturalisme dianggap mengalami kemunduran, stagnasi, 

bahkan dianggap sebagai stagnasi, bahkan dianggap sebagai involusi. Analisis 
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strukturalisme dianggap mengabaikan relevansi masyarakat yang justru 

merupakan asal-usulnya. Dipicu oleh kesadaran bahwa karya sastra harus 

difungsikan sama dengan aspek-aspek kebudayaan yang lain, maka satu-

satunya cara adalah mengembalikan karya sastra ke tengah-tengah masyarakat, 

memahaminya sebagai bagianyang tak terpisahkan dengan sistem komunikasi 

secara keseluruhan. 

 

While Endraswara says: 

Memang diakui, bahwa strukturalisme genetik muncul sebagai reaksi atas 

“strukturalis murni” yang mengabaikan latar belakang sejarah dan latar 

belakang sastra yang lain. Hal ini diakui pertama kali oleh Juhl (Teeuw, 1988: 

173) bahwa penafsiran model strukturalis murni atau strukturalisme klasik 

kurang berhasil. Karena, pemaknaan teks sastra yang mengabaikan pengarang 

sebagai pemberi makna akan berbahaya karena penafsiran tersebut akan 

mengorbankan ciri khas, kepribadian, cita-cita, dan juga norma-norma yang 

dipegang teguh oleh pengarang tersebut dalam kultur sosial tertentu. Secara 

gradual, dapat dikatakan bahwa jika penafsiran teks sastra itu menghilangkan 

pengarang dengan segala eksistensinya di dalam jajaran signifikansi penafsiran, 

maka objektivitas suatu penafsiran sebuah karya sastra akan diragukan lagi 

karena memberi kemungkinan lebih besar terhadap campur tangan pembaca di 

dalam penafsiran karya sastra. 

 

Because of some weaknesses of structuralism as stated above, critics who were 

not satisfied with these theories developed another approach by synthesizing it with 

sociological approach. Therefore, it raised a new theory in literary approach, which 

elaborates the structuralism theory and sociology, and it is called genetic 

structuralism.  

2.3.2 Genetic Structuralism 

Genetic Structuralism is a branch of structuralism in a literary research. It is a 

combination of structuralism approach which focuses the analysis on intrinsic side of 

literary structure and sociology of literature that concern with the social background 



24 

 

 

and the ideology or vision du monde (world view of the author). This approach 

combines the intrinsic analysis and extrinsic analysis to achieve the meaning of the 

literature itself. This research is one of approach in sociological literature. Therefore 

it will be begun with short explanation of sociological literature. 

Swingewood in Faruk (1999:1) defined: Sosiologi sebagai studi yang ilmiah 

dan objektif mengenai manusia dalam masyarakat, studi mengenai lembaga-lembaga 

dan proses-proses sosial.  

While Glickberg in Endraswara (2011:77) says that all literature, however 

fantastic or mythical in content, is animated by a profound social concern, and this is 

true of even the most flagrant nihilistic work.  

The concept of sociology of literature had been developed by Greek 

philosophers, Plato and Aristotle some hundreds years before Christian. Plato tends to 

see an art as having a value to educate people, while Aristotle says that an art is a 

mimetic or an example of the real thing in the world. The sociology of literature finds 

its brightness in literary studies again at the time of Marx. He tried to show how a 

literary text is full of social class in every society. He put his opinion especially in 

economic bases. 

Then another Marxist is Georg Lukắcs who developed literary analysis called 

reflectionism. According to him texts directly reflect a society‟s consciousness 

(Bressler, 1998:215). It is a branch of Marxism that applied formalism technique that 

believe that symbols, images, and other literary devices would ultimately reveal class 
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conflict and would expose the direct relationship between the economic base and the 

superstructure. 

Sociology of literature used to analyze society in literature by believing that a 

literary text reflects life of a society. An author with his work reveals the society 

where he lives because he is a part of a society. He receives everything in his society 

as his experience and presents it in his way through his work. His work later will be 

read by people and of course it can influence readers. 

According to Damono (1978:7) the differentiation between sociology and 

literature is that sociology is doing research or analysis scientifically and objectively, 

while novel (literature) doing analysis in a deep way about social life and the way 

society understand their life with sense and feeling.  

He also finds the kinds of approach in sociology of literature (Faruk 1994:4-5).  

(1) The context of author. 

This approach includes the research of how the author gets his living, how the 

author claims his working (writing) as a profession, and which society he intends to 

it. 

(2) Literature as a reflection of society. 

In this approach, the focus in literature reflects the society at time of it was 

written.  

Both approaches above are kinds of approach in literature that reveal the 

relation of literature with the author and the society. While genetic structuralism is 

also an approach that roots in the social condition, it includes the external side of 
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literary works seems to be more democratic that the completeness of unity means that 

literary works can be gained. 

The founding father of this approach is Taine. According to him, literary works 

is not only imaginative of personal author, but also a reflection of society and culture, 

a kind of particular perspective when it was written. Further he says that a literary 

work can be analyzed and explained by three factors, they are race, milieu, and 

moment. His statement about this, then developed by Lucien Goldmann. According 

to Goldmann, “the human life facts are meaningfulness structure”. Further he says: 

The basis of genetic structuralism is the hypothesis that all human behaviour is 

an attempt to give a meaningful response to a particular situation and tends, 

therefore, to create a balance between the subject of action and the object on 

which it bears, the environment.  This tendency to equilibrium, however, 

always retains an unstable, provisional character, in so far as any equilibrium 

that is more or less satisfactory between the mental structures of the subject and 

the external world culminates in a situation in which human behavior 

transforms the world and in which this transformation renders the old 

equilibrium inadequate and engenders the tendency to a new equilibrium that 

will in turn be superseded. . . .  Thus human realities are presented as two-sided 

processes: destructuration of old structurations and structuration of new 

totalities capable of creating equilibria capable of satisfying the new demands 

of the social groups that are elaborating them.  (1975:156) 

  

While Piaget in Faruk (1999:13) says: Manusia dan struktur lingkungan 

sekitarnya selalu berada dalam proses strukturasi timbal balik yang saling 

bertentangan tetapi yang sekaligus saling isi-mengisi. Kedua proses itu adalah proses 

asimilasi dan akomodasi.  

According to this, the assimilation done by human has many obstructions like 

the structuration process which is very difficult to do that make human be able to 
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accommodate themselves into society‟s structure. In this process of continuation of 

structuration, a kind of literary work happen as the result of human fact as the result 

of socio-cultural of human activity with its meaning. The process is a genetic of 

literary work structure. 

Lucienn Goldmann in Robert Detweiler (1978:151) claims:  

As a literary critical method moves a radical steps beyond the old sociology of 

literature approach that sees in the content of the literary text “a reflection of the 

collective consciousness.” He also says that the relations that obtain between a 

good literary work and the social context that generated it are homologous with 

the relations between the work and its structural components. 

 

Goldmann also says:  

When it tries to grasp the work in its cultural (literary, philosophical, artistic) 

specificity, the study that confines its attention solely or primarily to the author 

may . . . account, at best, for its internal unity and the relation between the 

whole and its parts; but it cannot establish in a positive way a relation of the 

same type between this work and the man who created it. (1975:157) 

In this explanation Goldmann explains that in every literature there is a 

collective consciousness which is aspirations of social consciousness from a society 

and was stated and revealed in a literary work by an author. The consciousness of a 

society is really not the author‟s own himself because he is a part of society that it 

tends to the society‟s consciousness. The social consciousness here is called world 

view. Goldmann (1975:159) summarizes: 

The “relation between the creative group and the work” in this way: the “group 

constitutes a process of structuration that elaborates in the consciousness of its 

members affective, intellectual, and practical tendencies towards a coherent 

response to the problems presented by their relations with nature and their inter-

human relations”. 
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Structuralism Approach is also a good way in interpreting literature because it 

uses structural analysis that focuses on the literary text and does not ignore the social 

context. This research is a good way in analyzing the social context and remains to 

use literary as the autonomous thing. The structure is the autonomous object that can 

be understood by relating every element inside it. We can know some critics to think 

about this as Faruk (1999:vi) says: 

Strukturalisme-genetik penting karena merupakan langkah pertama dalam 

sosiologi sastra yang bergerak ke arah usaha memperlakukan sastra secara 

lebih proporsional. Di dalam faham tersebut sastra tidak lagi ditempatkan 

hanya sebagai fenomena kedua, melainkan juga sebagai sesuatu yang 

mempunyai otonomi relatif yang khas sehingga pemahamannya harus pula 

memperhitungkan kaidah-kaidah struktural dari karya sastra itu sendiri. 

 

The genetic structuralism research is begun with the internal research toward a 

literary work. This research is done in order to know what the meaning of a literary 

work based on the relation among all internal elements of it. After that the research 

will be continued by relating the meaning with the social background of the author 

including the history that has relation with the theme of the work and the social of 

history relates with the birth of the work to find the world view of the author. The 

main point in this research is finding the world view of the author toward the social 

problem of his society. 

According to Goldmann (Damono, 1975:5), there are two kinds of literature, a 

literary work that is written by the first class writer and a work written by second 

class writer. The first work defined as a work which its structure is as same as the 

structure of a social class or community in any societies, while the second work is 
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defined as the content is a kind if reproduction of reflection social reality and 

collective consciousness of society. 

Author‟s world view factually is not the author‟s view himself, but it is a view 

of his society as he is a part of the society that we can call it as a collective view of a 

society. The world view is not a reality, but a reflection of society that is revealed in 

the imaginative form in any literary works. The author world view can be seen 

through the problematic character (problematic hero). Iswanto (2003:61) defined 

problematic hero as the character who face many problems toward the degradation of 

social condition. 

The author‟s world view that revealed through the problematic hero is a 

meaningful global structure. It is not a kind of empirical fact of a society, but an 

opinion, aspiration of a unity of social classes. The world view becomes very 

concrete in literary work even though it is not a fact. It has not objective exsistention, 

but teoritical expression of a social class in any society. It is to make dialectical 

between esthetic facts in society. While esthetic fact is divided into two kind of 

relationship as follows: 

1. The relationship of world view as a reality which happens in author world 

creation. 

2. The relationship of author world creation and literary tools such as diction, 

syntactically, plot, metaphor, as a story structure relationship used by 

author in his work. 
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While we are talking about the world view of author in any work, the 

important thing in the study of genetic structuralism according to Endraswara 

(2003:70) is: 

Yang terpenting dari kajian strukturalisme genetic adalah karya sastra mampu 

mengungkap fakta kemanusiaan. Fakta ini mempunyai unsure yang bermakna, 

karena merupakan pantulan respon-respon subyek kolektif dan individual 

dalam masyarakat untuk melangsungkan hidupnya. Dari sini pula akan 

muncul upaya-upaya manusia untuk menyeimbangkan kehidupan manusia 

dengan alam semesta. 

 

 From the quotation above, we can conclude that the world view is very 

important in literary work because it is a kind of social consciousness that reveals in a 

society in facing every problem that happens in their surroundings. It can reveal the 

social fact in every society of the author who writes the work itself. 

2.4 Historical Events and Social Condition of the Author’s Society 

Consolidating the Birth of the Novel 

As the approach which will be used in this research is Genetic Structuralism, I 

will present some related fact that happened in America consolidating the birth of the 

novel. It is to help in elaborating the structure of the novel with historical events that 

happened in the society that influence the story of the novel. This elaboration will be 

done to find the world view of the author revealed on Iron Star novel. The social 

events are the World War II as the setting of the story is around the end of World War 

II, and the current issue around 2000-2001 about terrorism because the theme of the 

novel is about terror and the novel was published in 2001. 
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2.4.1 Social Condition of America in 2000-2001 

As the theme of the novel is about war and terror, later I present the social condition 

of America during the time consolidating the birth of the novel. The condition of 

America that has relation with the theme of the novel is about terrorism and the 

American government war toward terrorist. While the novel was published in 2001, 

the social condition that I will present below is during year 2000-2001 that I think it 

was the right time to consolidate the birth of the novel of IS. These years become the 

year which consolidate the birth of the novel because such the theme of the novel is 

relevant with the social condition in the USA that concern on the terrorism issues. 

The social history in America during this time was famous of terrorism issues 

as the peak of it was on September 11, 2001 when the WTC building was bombed by 

terrorist. The government of America then accused Al Qaeda as the responsible 

community for the bombing of WTC. The USA believes that Al Qaeda is a terrorist 

community which lives in Afghan, Mideast of Asia.  

According to the Code of Federal Regulations (FBI 2004:iii) terrorism is 

defined as the unlawful use of force and violence against persons or property to 

intimidate or coerce a government, the civilian population, or any segment thereof, in 

furtherance of political or social objectives. The terrorism that had happened in the 

United States around 2000 is about eight terrorist incidents recorded by FBI and all of 

the eights were done by domestic terrorists. While in 2001 there were about fourteen 

terrorist incidents. All were done by domestic terrorist except two of them that done 
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by international terrorists. FBI (2004:iv) divides the terrorism into two categories. 

They are domestic terrorism and international terrorism.  

Domestic terrorism refers to activities that involve acts dangerous to human 

life that are a violation of the criminal laws of the United States or of any 

state; appear to be intended to intimidate or coerce a civilian population; to 

influence the policy of a government by mass destruction, assassination, or 

kidnapping; and occur primarily within the territorial jurisdiction of the 

United States.  

 

While international terrorism involves violent acts or acts dangerous to human 

life that are a violation of the criminal laws of the United States or any state, 

or that would be a criminal violation if committed within the jurisdiction of 

the United States or any state. These acts appear to be intended to intimidate 

or coerce civilian population; influence the policy of a government by 

intimidation or coercion; or affect the conduct of a government by mass 

destruction, assassination or kidnapping and occur primarily outside the 

territorial jurisdiction of the United States or transcend national boundaries in 

terms of the means by which they are accomplished, the persons they appear 

intended to intimidate or coerce, or the locale in which their perpetrators 

operate or seek asylum. 

 

Because of some terrorist incidents, the USA makes a policy in their States 

security. In the governmental of President Clinton, the USA‟s policy in the 

Department of National Security is enlargement and engagement under the chief of 

William J. Perry. According to Thomas Davies, Perry says: 

The current national security strategy of the United State, known formally as 

engagement and enlargement, is designed to enlarge the community of market 

democracies while deterring and limiting a range of threat of our nation, our 

allies and our interest. Maintaining a strong defense, promoting cooperative 

security measures, working to open foreign market and promoting democracy 

abroad are the policy initiative intended to secure these objectives (Los 

Angeles Times, 1996). 

 

 From the quotation above, it can be concluded that national security of the 

USA now is about enlargement (in territory of other states) and engagement (alliance) 
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that is created to enlarge the market community democratically in facing any 

hindrance and threatening from other states, allies and the USA‟s interest. This policy 

is done by creating the security and spread democratization to save those objects. 

 In the governmental of President Bush, the USA used this policy in the world 

that is between both of those policies (enlargement and engagement). The 

combination of those policies creates the different politic behavior which gives many 

effects toward global issues including the activities of doing war toward terrorism all 

over the world. 

 While in the governmental of President Reagan, it was announced briefly that 

the focus of the foreign politic policy of the USA is “the war toward terrorism”.  The 

focus of this policy is the states in Mid-America and Middle East. The Foreign 

Minister of the USA, George Schultz says: Momok kejahatan terorisme, suatu wabah 

yang disebarkan oleh, para penentang peradaban sendiri yang bejat” dalam 

“kembalinya barbarisme pada zaman modern (Chomsky 2003:44). He also says that 

the terrorism must be faced with violence and power, not by the way of mediation 

and negotiation that tend to reveal the weakness of the power of a State.  

 As the rising of the international terrorism until the year 2001 with the peak of 

the tragedy of WTC bombing, it has led the FBI to expand its international presence. 

By the year of 2001, the FBI had legal attaché offices in 44 countries around the 

world (FBI 2004:i). This quotation proves that the USA had enlarged the war of 

terrorism until 44 countries. This means that FBI has authority in many countries in 

attacking terrorism as prevention.  
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2.4.2 Historical Background of America during the End of World 

War II, 1945 

America was plunged into the inferno of World War II with the most stupefying and 

humiliating military defeat in its history. In the dismal month that ensued, the 

democratic world teetered on the edge of disaster. 

Japan‟s fanatics forgot that whoever stabs a king must be stabbed dead. A 

wounded but still potent American giant pulled itself out of the mud of Pearl Harbor, 

grimly determined to avenge the bloody treachery. “Get Hirohito first” was the cry 

that rose from millions of infuriated Americans, especially on the Pacific coast. These 

outraged souls regarded America‟s share in the global conflict as a private war of 

vengeance in the Pacific, with the European front a kind of holding operation. 

But Washington, cooperating with the British, had earlier and wisely adopted 

the grand strategy of “getting Hitler first.” If America diverted its main strength to the 

pacific, Hitler might crush both Russia and Britain and then emerge unconquerable in 

fortress Europe. But if Germany was knocked out first, the combined allied forces 

could be concentrated on Japan, and its daring game of conquest would be up. 

Meanwhile, more American Armed Forces would be sent to the Pacific to prevent the 

Nipponese from attacking there. 

The get-Hitler first strategy was retained. But it encountered much ignorant 

criticism from two-fisted Americans who thirsted for revenge against Japan. 

Aggrieved protests were also registered by shorthanded American commanders in the 
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pacific and by Chinese and Australian allies. But Roosevelt, a competent strategist in 

his own right, resisted these pressures. 

Given time, the allies seemed to be bound to triumph. But would they be 

given time? True, they had on their side the great mass of the world‟s population, but 

the wolf is never frightened by the number of the sheep. The United States was the 

mightiest military power on earth-potentially. But wars are won with bullets, not 

blueprints. Indeed, America came perilously close to losing the war to the well-armed 

aggressors before it could begin to throw its full weight into the scales. 

Time, in a sense, was the most needed munition. Expense was no limitation. 

The overpowering problem confronting America was to retool itself for all-out war 

production, while praying that the dictators would not meanwhile crush the 

democracies. Haste was all the more imperative because the highly skilled German 

scientists might turn up with unbeatable secret weapons-including atomic arms-as 

they almost did. 

America‟s task was far more complex and back-breaking than during World 

war I. it had to feed, clothe, and as itself, as well as transport its forces to regions as 

far separated as Britain and Burma. More than that, it had to send a vast amount of 

food and munitions to its hard-pressed allies, who stretched all the way from Russia 

to Australia. Could the American people, reputedly “gone soft,” measure up to this 

colossal responsibility? Was democracy “rotten” and “decadent,” as the dictators 

sneeringly proclaimed? 
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The Shock of War 

National unity was no worry, thanks to the electrifying blow by the Japanese 

at Pearl Harbor. American Communist had denounced the Anglo-French 

“imperialist” war before Hitler attacked Stalin in 1941, but they now clamored for an 

all-out assault on the Axis power. The handful of strutting pro-Hitlerites in the United 

States melted away, while millions of Italian-Americans and German-Americans 

loyally supported the nation‟s war program. In contrast to World War I, when the 

patriotism of millions of new immigrants was hotly questioned, World War II 

actually speeded the assimilation of many ethnic groups into American society. 

Immigration had been choked off for almost two decades before 1941, and America‟s 

ethnic communities were now composed of well-settled members, whose votes were 

crucial to Franklin Roosevelt‟s party. Consequently, there was virtually no 

governmental witch-hunting of minority groups, as had happened in World War I. 

A painful exception was provided by the plight of some 110,000 Japanese-

Americans, concentrated on Pacific Coast. The Washington top command, fearing 

that they might act as saboteurs for the Mikado in case of invasion, forcibly herded 

them together in concentration camps, though about two-thirds of them were 

American-born Americans. This brutal precaution was both unnecessary and unfair, 

as the loyalty and combat record of the Japanese-American proved to be admirable. 

But a wave of post-Pearl Harbor hysteria, backed by the long historical swell of anti-

Japanese prejudice on the West Coast, temporarily robbed many Americans of their 

good sense-and their sense of justice. Partial financial compensation after the war 
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only meagerly consoled these uprooted Americans for their hundreds of millions of 

dollars in property losses and their years of suffering and indignity. 

The war prompted other changes in the American mood. Many programs of 

the popular New Deal-including the Civilian Conservation Corps, the Work Progress 

administration, and the National Youth Administration-were wiped out by the 

conservative Congress elected in 1942. President Roosevelt declared in 1943 that his 

announcement acknowledged not only the urgency of the war effort but the power of 

the revitalized conservative forces in the country. The era of new deal reform was 

over. 

World War II was no idealistic crusade, as World War I had been. The 

Washington government did make some effort to propagandize at home and abroad 

with the Atlantic Charter, but the accent was on action. Opinions polls in 1942 

revealed that nine out of the Atlantic Charter. A majority then, and a near-majority 

two years later, confessed to having “no clear idea what the war is about.” All 

Americans knew was that they had a dirty job on their hands and that the only way 

out was forward. They went about their bloody task with astonishing efficiency. 

Holding the Home Front 

Despite these ugly episodes, Americans on the home front suffered little from 

the war, compared to the peoples of the other fighting nations. By war‟s end much of 

the planet was a smoking ruin. But in America the war invigorated the economy and 

lifted the country out of a decade-long depression.  
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The tracing year of the end of World War II have a relation with the current 

time around the year 2000 that America was facing the same problem, a war. The war 

implied about how it really makes fear toward citizens like a terror. Then the way to 

stop the terror is by attacking them. Yet, in doing the war toward terrorism America 

also seems to do some wrong ways because it often legalize itself without regarding 

the international laws. This case will be analyzed through world view revealed in the 

novel as the focus of this research is to find the author‟s world view.
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CHAPTER III 

METHODOLOGY 
 

 

In order to get the main point in this study, it is better to have certain method of 

investigations. The method will help researcher to do his study in the well-organized 

research. This chapter explains the methods which are used in this study. They are 

kind of research, object of the study, source of the data, types of the data, role of the 

researcher, procedure of collecting data, and procedure of data analysis. 

3.1 Kind of the Research 

In this project, I use qualitative method research as the data in the form of words, 

phrases, clauses, and sentences. 

Sharan B. Merriam, as cited by Creswell (1994:145), states that qualitative 

research emphasizes on a process, meaning and understanding gained through words 

or picture. Furthermore, she also says that a qualitative research is a kind of 

interpretative research. The biases, values, and judgment of the researcher were stated 

explicitly in a research report.  

In this study, I analyze and interpret all data through a certain process of data 

collection and data analysis to describe the world view of the author as a part of 

society. The study will be done by analyzing the novel using structuralism approach 
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or intrinsic approach, and then relates it with the social background of author to find 

the world view. Finally I use dialectic method to analyze the research questions. The 

method involved description, analysis, and interpretation of the condition that were 

found in the novel. This approach is called genetic structuralism which is developed 

by Lucien Goldmann. 

 

3.2  Object of the Study 

The object of the study is a novel entitled Iron Star written by Brian Kelleher. 

This novel was published in 2001 while the background traces in 1945 during the end 

of World War II in the USA. The other objects are the social background and culture 

of the author or the social condition during the publishing of the novel, the history of 

America which influences the literature when it was written, and the world view of 

the author or ideology (vision du monde) about American‟s view of the USA‟s 

enemies. 

3.3  Source of the Data 

In this study, I get the source of the data from Brian Kelleher‟s novel entitled Iron 

Star. The data that he analyzes in this project are in form of words, phrases, and 

sentences. In other word, the novel becomes the primary source of the study. 

Here, I use references as the secondary source that I will take some sources 

such as books, internet, encyclopedia, and dictionary and I will use them as a theory 
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to support the data in my analysis. They are about novel, genetic structuralism theory, 

and author‟s biography and the history of America during the ending of World War II 

as the setting of the novel. 

 

3.4 Types of the Data 

There are some types of the data, namely primary and secondary data. In this 

study, the primary data were in the form of words, sentences, and phrases related to 

the topic of the study dealing with the Iron Star novel. The secondary data are 

theories related to the topic and taken from some sources such as books, internet, 

encyclopedias, and dictionary. 

3.5 Role of the Writer 

In this study, I did roles as a researcher, data collector, data identifier, and 

data analyst and interpreter. 

3.6 Procedure of Collecting Data 

The writer collects the data by applying some steps as follows: 

1. Reading the novel is the first step in collecting data. The writer read the novel Iron 

Star in order to get a good understanding toward the novel comprehensively 

related to the topic of the study. 
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2. Analyzing the novel structurally because this study is begun with the intrinsic 

analysis partially or as wholeness. 

3. Doing a library research to find the social background and culture of the author. 

Combining the step-by-step analysis is meant to identify the vision du monde 

reflected in the novel Iron Star by Brian Kelleher. 

 

3.7  Procedure of Data Analysis 

The technique of data analysis in this research uses dialectical model. Dialectical 

technique aims to achieve the coherence of meaning.  According to Endraswara 

(2011:61), 

Teknik yang digunakan dalam penelitian strukturalisme genetic adalah model 

dialektik. Teknik ini berbeda dengan positivistic, intuitif, biografi, dan 

sebagainya. Model dialektik mengutamakan makna yang koheren. Prinsip 

dasar teknik analisis dialektik  adalah adanya pengetahuan mengenai fakta-

fakta kemanusiaan akan tetap abstrak apabila tidak dibuat konkret dengan 

mengintegrasikan ke dalam totalitas. Sehubungan dengan hal tersebut, metode 

dialektik mengembangkan dua macam kosep, yaitu “keseluruhan-bagian” dan 

“pemahaman-penjelasan”. 

 

The quotation above explains that dialectical method uses Understanding and 

explicating. That the writer later explains that understanding is the act of analyzing 

the structure of object analysis, while explicating is the act of finding meaning of 

those structures by elaborating into superstructure. Superstructure here means the 

bigger structure or in other word the superstructure have many small structures inside 

it that arrange the superstructure itself. 
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Goldmann contends that the “relations between the truly important work and 

the social group, which – through the medium of the creator – is, in the last resort, the 

true subject of creation, are of the same order as relations between the elements of the 

work and the work as a whole” (1975:158).  In both cases, we deal with the “relations 

between the elements of a comprehensive structure and the totality of this structure, 

relations of both a comprehensive and an explanatory kind” (1975:158).  He also 

says that the advance of knowledge is thus to be considered as a perpetual movement 

to and fro, from the whole to the parts and from the parts back to the whole again, a 

movement in the course of which the whole and the parts shed light upon one 

another. (Faruk, 1999:20) 

The explanation above will be the basic of the study to analyze the data. After 

the data had been collected, the writer analyzed them by the procedures as follows: 

1) Read the novel heuristically. It will be done by reading the novel 

repeatedly in order to find the world view of the author. The steps to do 

this are: 

a) Analyzing the novel as a totality structured text. 

b) Analyzing the historical aspects of the USA related to the theme of the 

novel. It will use the documents from some sources, such as books, 

internet, newspaper, journals etc. 

c) Relating the intrinsic elements of the novel with the social condition of 

the author society.  
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2) Drawing conclusion. The conclusion from this study is to view the 

ideology or vision du monde (world view) as reflected in the novel. 

The vison du monde here is the final point in this research that I do with 

analysis the novel using the theory of Goldmann called Genetic Structuralism. After 

doing intrinsic analysis and elaborating with social condition that influence the birth 

of the novel I find the vision du monde or world view of the novel is about the 

different point of view about another view of American people in seeing terrorist that 

happened in America.  
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CHAPTER IV 

RESULT OF THE STUDY 

 

This chapter focuses on the analysis of the data of Iron Star novel. This 

chapter contains four subchapters which become the answer of the problem 

statements stated on the previous chapter. They are intrinsic elements of Iron Star 

novel, social condition and the historical situation of America consolidating the birth 

of the novel (2000-2001), the condition of America during the end of World War II 

related to the topic of the novel, and world view (vision du monde) reflected on the 

novel as the main analysis of this study. 

4.1 Intrinsic Elements of Iron Star 

The structural analysis on this novel will focus on three intrinsic elements as 

Wellek and Warren reveal in their book that the primary elements of novel are plot, 

character and characterization, and setting (1989:196-275). This study will analyze 

and relate all of those elements to find the meaning of the works to reveal the 

problematic characters, while the problematic characters will reflect the world view 

of the author by analyzing it genetically with the social condition in America during 

the birth of the novel around the year of 2000 until 2001. The analysis of intrinsic 

elements will be explained as follows: 
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4.1.1 Plot of Iron Star 

Koesnosoebroto (1988:29) says that plot or the structure of a story is the 

arrangement of tied-together chronological events which have causal and thematic 

connection. He also adds that a narrative structure has always been divided up into 

three thoroughly natural parts: the beginning, the middle, and the end (1988:46). Iron 

Star‟s plot will be explained as follows: 

1. The Beginning 

In this part, the readers are introduced with a general situation. It presents the 

characters, describe their background, and so on. The beginning will also describe the 

place and time of events and suggest the basic lines of the conflict. 

Iron Star is divided into five parts that every part has some sub-parts. The first 

part contains six sub-parts. Part two has five sub-parts. Part three has two sub-parts. 

Part four contains ten sub-parts, and the last, part five has four sub-parts. The amount 

of the five parts is 27 sub-parts that be ended on page 295. This novel is about a serial 

killer that was sent to the USA by Nazi Germany to murder the president of the USA, 

Franklin Delano Roosevelt.  

(1) Willy Skass is a serial killer... 

...and in the waning days of World War II, as Nazi Germany faces defeat, 

Skass faces his own execution inside the walls of a Berlin prison. 

(Kelleher, 2001: back cover) 

 

The story begins with the introduction in part one that tells us about Willy 

Skass as the major character and placed as the antagonist in this story. He is a South 
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African that immigrated into Germany and because of his crimes, he would be 

executed. One week before his execution, there was a psychiatrist sent toward him in 

the jail. The psychiatrist did his work to examine and study about Skass. He studied 

why Skass did his criminal activity strangely. It is very, very strange that he killed 

people and butchered them ruthlessly. The Psychiatrist is a correct choice to know 

what his motive is than to send a Pastor to give a moral spirit when a prisoner is being 

executed. 

(2) The man sat on the edge of his bunk while Meinke eased himself into the    

chair. He    waved the guard away. 

“You are my minister?” the prisonor asked him. 

“I‟m a doctor,” Meinke replied, ruffling through his briefcase.”a psychiatrist. 

Do you know what that means?” 

The prisoner‟s eyes looke dull and tired. His finger nails were filthy. He 

seemed healthy though, considering his surroundings. 

“They sent a brain doctor? He asked, putting on a pair of wire-rim eyeglasses. 

“you are here to read my mind?” 

(Kelleher, 2001:5) 

 

 The quotation (2) tells about Skass as a prisoner who was visited by a 

psychiatrist named Dr. Meinke. Then they were engaged in their talking in the jail. 

Meinke as the psychiatrist interviewed Skass about what the motive of his criminal 

action in slaughtering many people. After Meinke thought that the data he wanted had 

been getting enough, he stopped his work while Skass was asking him about his 

coming in the execution. It is explained in the quotation (3) as follows; 

(3)  “So, you‟ll be there doctor?” Skass asked him slyly. 

“Where?” 

“At my execution. A week from tomorrow. Remember.” 

(Kelleher, 2001:14) 
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Finishing his job in interviewing the prisoner, Dr. Meinke left the prison and 

went back to his office. While he was getting out of the prison, there was a car 

blocking him and stopping his car. He was forced out of his car and entered into the 

blocking car that brought him into Gestapo‟s foreign intelligence office. He was 

brought there and asked to report about his study on Skass. But, after reporting that, 

he was killed there. He was killed because the Gestapo had another plan about Skass, 

while he suggested them to execute Skass sooner. That is why he was killed by the 

Gestapo. 

(4)  “So, what are your recommendation then, Doctor?” 

Meinke froze. He knew Heintz was a ruthless man, even though he had the 

face of a wounded pastor. Again, his reply had to be very carefully said….or  

perhaps not said at all…. 

“My recommendation is that skass be executed even sooner than scheduled,” 

Meinke concluded. 

(Kelleher, 2001:17-18) 

 

After that, the story turns to chapter 2 that gives explanation about the 

position of Skass who had been in the USA as he would visit one of the Nazi‟s 

agents, the Whitmeyers. It is not stated clearly how he will be executed, but suddenly 

he became an agent and was sent to the USA. He became a Nazi‟s agent. He was sent 

to assassinate FDR, the president of the USA. It is stated on the back cover of the 

novel. 

 

(5) But Skass is about to find himself a free man. Because the Nazis want the 

President of the United States dead. And they're hoping that practice makes 

the perfect assassin. 

(Kelleher, 2001: back cover) 
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The quotation number (5) tells about the introduction of chapter I that this 

story was happening after Germany in her defeat for World War II, while Skass is 

waiting for his execution in Berlin Prison. After being investigated by a psychiatrist, 

he was being free and sent to America to do a mission of assassinating the president 

of America, FDR. Skass stayed in Whitmeyer‟s house for the first time he came to 

the USA. He was there for a night and day. Whitmeyer is a Nazi‟s agent living near 

the Princeton University, New Jersey. The Whitmeyer consist of a husband, a wife 

and their two children, a boy and a girl, while the girl later was murdered by Skass 

before he left The Whitmeyer house in the very early morning. 

(6) “Whitemeyer and his wife were also Nazi agents. They‟d been working with 

German Intelligence since March 1939, after a chance meeting with an 

Abwehr recruiter during a trip to Vienna. 

(Kelleher, 2001:20) 

 

The story later leads us to the introduction of FBI in Manhattan. The FBI will 

have a central point in the story that one of its agents is positioned as the main 

character in the story. In part one, it does not only explain about the introduction of 

characters, but also the first rising conflict of the story. The conflict is when the 

Whitmeyers‟ daughter was murdered in Princeton University, near her house in the 

very early morning. The case made FBI investigate it. Then Copp, an agent of FBI 

was sent to see what happened there. Actually he was there not for looking for the 

murderer. He was sent by his head of office, Big Jim Tolley only to investigate it and 

made report of the case. 

(7) “Big Jim wants you to take a ride over to Princeton,” 
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The Middle spank said, casually lighting Camel. “Be seen, you know, by the 

faculty, the campus cops, and especially the civilians. Ask some questions, 

review the case a bit, make like someone‟s on the job.” 

Copp thought they were kidding. 

“You are putting e back in the field?”he asked Tolley directly.  

(Kelleher, 2001:49) 

 

 The quotation above tells us that Copp will be sent again to work on the field 

after his punishment was only to work in the SWS office. But this job was not a real 

work like he is sent to work as before. It is only to send him to know what the matter 

is and write a report to Big Jim. Copp was not sent to overcome the problem of the 

Whitmeyer‟s daughter murdering. We can see it in the next quotation below. 

(8) “But don‟t go crazy with this Joe, ”Spank warned him. ”the police over there 

are convinced the guy who did this is long gone. It‟s been almost a couple 

days now and, you know, we just don‟t have the wherewithal at the moment 

to go off half-cocked chasing after him, especially with all overdue reports 

you have to write. So, just do a „hello and good-bye,‟and then come on 

home.” 

Copp looked at the bare report again. 

“So this is not a real case you are sending me out on”, he said.  

(Kelleher, 2001:49) 

 

Coop was still in a punishment of working only in the FBI office than in the 

field investigating any case like every agent of FBI does. He was only working in the 

office for about some years and until the case of murder of Whitmeyer daughter in 

Princeton University, he still can not work back in the field. While his boss tried to 

send him to the field, but not to overcome the case unless to write the report about the 

case only, he then went to the place for the first time about his punishment of 

working inside the FBI building office. 
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(9) Essentially then, Copp was sentenced to twenty four months of office work to 

be served at the most inconspicuous Bureau office possible, followed by a 

less-than-honorable dismissal, and most likely abject poverty soon afterwards. 

As it turned out, his prison was the secret SWS office in New York City. 

 (Kelleher, 2001:47) 

 

Then he went to the Princeton University to see the case. He does not only to 

write report, but also to know who the murderer is. After coming back from Princeton 

University, he always remembers the case. It seems that he must solve the case and 

arrest the murder. That‟s why finally he studied the case more thoroughly and first he 

wanted to know about the murderer to investigate the family‟s victim, then it also 

explains that he suspected the parents as the murderer. He came to their house and 

investigated them, while finally he concluded they were not. 

(10) “…but he could not see it now-and in that instant Copp knew that he‟d been 

wrong. Whitmeyer did not murder his daughter.” 

(Kelleher, 2001:68) 

 

Copp suspects that the doer is Whitmeyer. But after he met the Whitmeyer 

and talked to them, he found himself really wrong. His wrong opinion also can be 

seen in quotation (9) below. The conflict raised up with the murder of Whitmeyer 

daughter in Princeton University. It becomes the root of the conflict as the theme is 

about terror. The sequence case of killing people strangely done by a Nazi‟s agent 

looks like slaughtering animal made people become very scared. This case later leads 

Copp as an FBI agent to seek and arrest the killer.  

(11) It was time to go. Copp knew these people did not pass his test as murderers. 

But could they be …accomplices?  

(Kelleher, 2001:70) 
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The quotation (11) then turns Copp to seek and track the killer as his opinion 

of suspecting that the family is really wrong. He became a broker of Bureau 

regulation that he must not work out of office. Yet, he went out and investigated the 

case until going out of states. He tracked the killer into Kansas. On the one hand, 

Copp thought to have ignored the case because he had no authority of solving the 

case and his boss also forbade him, on the other hand, he as an agent that had a duty 

of saving his state. It is such a must that he should arrest the killer. 

The story then reports that Skass killed five more people in the USA. That 

made people in the USA become scared. While the next conflict tells that Skass went 

to Carson Bend. At that time FDR, the president of America would transit about 

fifteen minutes there. In Carson Bend, Skass stayed in the richest man‟s house that 

also an agent of Nazi named Harry Strum. In this place the sheriff of Carson Bend, 

Mr. Boone and Mr. Silk found that there was a man acting suspiciously there. The 

man is Skass, but they really did not know that. They also did not know that the man 

is the killer until the deputy Silk was found murdered in Carson Bend. 

(12)    “Anyone been acting suspicious up here tonight, Mr. Strum?”  

Boone asked him. 

Strum was frozen in place. He could barely speak. “What do you mean, 

„suspicious‟?” he croaked. 

Silk spoke up:” There‟s a drifter in the area. He stole some stuff in town, then 

he might have headed up this way.” 

Strum was so immediately relieved, he nearly did crap his pants. These men 

weren‟t here for him. 

“A drifter?” he began stuttering. “Way up here?” 

“May we search your backyard” Boone asked. 

Strum smiled hinly. “By all means…”  

(Kelleher, 2001:88) 
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They did not find Skass in Strum‟s house. Skass met Strum in his house after 

the sheriffs went from his house. Skass and Harry finally became a good friend that 

Skass is the only one who can make friendship with Harry. Skass stayed in Harry‟s 

house until Copp tracked him. He killed Harry and run away from Kansas. 

(13) That‟s when Strum heard a footstep out in his hallway. He opened his eyes to 

discover a man had walked into his living room and was standing not five feet 

away from him. He was tall, blond, with wire-rim glasses and very dirty 

fingrnil. It was as if he‟d appeared out of nowhere. 

  He was holding a copy of LIFE magazine to his chest. 

  “I particularly liked this issue,” he said to strum. “Didn‟t you?”  

(Kelleher, 2001:89) 

 

 The news that the FDR will transit some minutes in Carson Bend make many 

soldiers visit there. It is to keep the FDR in safety. It is common to think that the 

safety of the number one man in a state must be in the best way. So, there were many 

soldiers and people in Carson Bend swarming to see their president train, hoping that 

they will be able to see the president. 

 

(14)  “It was just past ten o‟clock when the small convoy of military vehicles 

rolled into Carson Bend. 

The three troop trucks were carrying a twenty-six-man detachment from the 

Kansas National guard 1
st
 division, stationed in Madison, 130 miles to the 

west…. 

(Kelleher, 2001:90) 

  

 While Skass stayed in Harry‟s house to know about the FDR transit. Harry is 

also an agent of Nazi. He was there because it was the only chance he could do his 

mission to assassinate the president. Fifteen minutes transit will give him a good 

chance to do the mission.  
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(15)  It was important that Reich know where President Roosevelt was at any 

given moment. That‟s what all the hubbub was about. Willy was simply here 

in Carson bend to do reconnaissance on FDR, just another set of eyes among 

many reporting along the way. Beyond that, it was all very top secret and 

strum couldn‟t have cared less anyway.  

(Kelleher, 2001:104) 

 

(16) “They aren‟t paying you enough to know any more,” Willy had told him with 

a laugh. “But who knows? Someday, they might.” 

(Kelleher, 2001:104) 

 

The quotation above explains about Skass staying in next Nazi‟s agent, Harry 

Strum. The motive Strum become an agent of Nazi is only about money. It is stated 

as how Skass talked to him that even though he did not pay much money, it is 

possible someday they will. But later Skass also killed Harry. It looks like that every 

agent he had met must be killed. 

 

2. The Middle  

It is supposed to describe all the troubles in the conflict; it is here that the incidents of 

action are dramatized into scenes. Each scene is theory rising above the one that 

comes before in dramatic intensity. Until after a number of crises, a climax is 

reached-it usually refers to a “turning point”. This point marks the end of the middle 

and the beginning of the end. 

The middle of this story of this novel begins with part two that consist of 5 

sub-parts. In this point the conflict complicates that Copp tracked the killer until 

Southeast Kansas. He broke the Bureau‟s law in tracking down the killer. This was 

explained in the next quotation in part three. His workmate in FBI office was very 
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surprised that Copp tracked the killer until out of state. Copp tracked the killer until 

Southeast Kansas. On the other side, Copp is still in his punishment of working only 

in FBI office. It is one of the Bureau regulations that he broke. 

(19) Happy now, Spank turned his attention back to Gertrude. 

 “OK, so….what is it?” 

 Spank shrugged. “Out, eating something, somewhere I suppose. Why?” 

 She was holding a piece of yellow paper; Spank recognized it right away as a 

“Flash Brief,” a message sent via the Bureau‟s private telegraph system. 

 “Well, I just got the strangest message from Joe Copp,” she said. 

 Spank stopped in the middle of his second drag. 

 “Copp?” he said with a gasp. “Joe Copp? Really…” 

 “Really…” 

 They hadn‟t heard hide or hair from Joe Copp in more than a week. 

 “Where the hell is he?” 

 Gertrude read over the flesh message. “It says here he‟s in Kansas.” 

 Spank smiled-this was a joke. “And he got caught in a tornado” he asked he 

snidely. “With a little dog? And was kidnapped by midgets?” 

         (Kelleher, 2001:121-122) 

 

 

(20)     he scanned the message again. 

  “The problem is, he‟s broken about a dozen bureau regulations in the    

process… Big Jim will have a kitten when he sees this.”  

(Kelleher, 2001:123) 

 

(21)  That‟s why he‟d sighned the autographs with gusto. There was none of the 

fakery of Princeton going on here. He still had it. He had not lost his touch. 

He felt like a real G-man again. 

And that was a damn good thing. 

(Kelleher, 2001:124) 

 

The quotation (19), (20), and (21) tells that it raised another conflict in this 

story that Spank, a workmate in FBI got a message from the secretary about where 

Copp was that for some days he was not in the office. It was found that Copp had 

been in Carson Bend (Kansas) tracking the killer. He investigated everything and 

studied the method of the killer did and finally he found that the killer was escaping 
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to Kansas. On the other hand, the news about the president‟s transit supports his 

opinion about this. 

In the Carson Bend, Copp met the sheriffs who were in charge there. They are 

Sheriff Boone and Deputy Silk. And in their working together, Copp suspected Harry 

Strum, the owner of Carson Bend who may be the killer. Then they all go to Strum‟s 

house. Then he found the suspicious thing again there. Until this time he did not find 

who the killer is. 

He knew the killer when he suspected Harry Strum because Strum had a very 

strange behavior that really differs from other people in Carson Bend. It is after the 

death of deputy Silk. Later on, Copp asked Sheriff Boone to go to Strum‟s house. 

There he found Strum was injured and nearly died. Copp‟s mates, Sheriff Boone and 

some soldiers were dead too. Then he saw a man going by a truck from that area that 

Copp thought he is the killer. Copp run after him by a car. That is the first time he 

knew the killer. 

Then we find the climax of this story that Big Jim is brought by OSS because 

of his agent Joe Copp had done the wrong thing. The complicated thing happens 

because OSS has known about Skass and they want to catch him alive. They are 

afraid if Skass will die if they do not stop Joe first because they think that Joe is really 

more dangerous than Skass. While the reason why they wanted to get Sass alive was 

not revealed to Jim and Copp. It is becoming a secret.  

(22)  “The problem is,” the FBI chief began saying, slowly, “we all want this 

Skass fellow found alive and in one piece. At any cost….” 
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Big Jim looked back at them, dumbfounded again. This really made no 

sense. 

“Alive? At any cost” he asked. “But why? You said yourself he‟s trying to 

kill the president.” 

“Why we want this is not for you to know,” Beedy shot back at him. “The 

important point here is that we find Copp and stop him… before he finds 

Skass. In fact, at this point, I‟d say Agent Copp is more dangerous than 

Skass.”  

(Kelleher, 2001:175) 

 

The quotation above tells us that the problem was getting so complex. In one 

side Copp did the right thing to catch the killer, while The FBI center want to stop 

him because they want to catch Skass alive not dead. This will make them stop Copp 

unless they will find Skass dead. When Copp was about to catch Skass in the park, 

suddenly he was arrested by some polices in the park and Skass got free. 

Skass was saved and he then stayed in another Nazi‟s agent that became the 

embassy of Portuguese named Maxie. He was in Maxie‟s apartment for some days in 

Georgetown. Skass was really brilliant that he was received in all of Maxi‟s party. 

Here, Maxie is another Nazi‟s agent that Copp had to help him doing his mission. He 

stayed in Maxie‟s apartment until he knew that the president was still alive. He did 

not kill him, meanwhile he slaughtered the duplicate of the president in the baseball 

game. 

(23)    “Meanwhile, Maxie‟s boyfriend entertained the guest with some wonderful, 

if baffling, sleight of hand….”      

(Kelleher, 2001:178) 

 

The quotation tells that he was saved with being there from an FBI agent 

running after him in Carson bend (Joe Copp). Then Skass was not received by Maxie 
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because he did not tell anything about himself. But, after threatening Maxie as good 

as possible, he then told everything about himself and then Maxie helped him and 

involved in his mission. For this time, Skass was saved and stayed in Maxie‟s 

apartment. It is stated in the quotation below; 

(24) “But then again,” she said, “Sometimes it is…” 

With this she reached over and picked up the votive candle, moving it closer 

to her. It cast enough light now to reveal that she was holding a very large 

pistol in her hand. It was pointing right at his stomach. 

Skass froze.  

(Kelleher, 2001:185) 

 

(25) He whispered to him: “just remember one thing, Willy. The next time you go 

out hunting for souvenirs, take me with you… or I‟ll fill you full of holes.”  

(Kelleher, 2001:187) 

 

Skass mission in killing FDR in Carson bend failed. It made him look for 

another chance and he knew that FDR would have a game watching. At this time he 

was staying in an Embassy of Portuguese named Maxie. He was waiting for another 

chance to kill FDR after he lost two chances in Carson Bend and in Hobo park. He 

failed because there was a FBI agent who always tracked himself. 

His third chance came when he knew that FDR will be on baseball game. 

Finally, he could do his mission in this chance, even he could kill the soldier that in 

the charge of keeping the safety of FDR. 

(26)  at this point, Howley finally got himself moving. He still couldn‟t believe this 

was happening in front of him. But he pulled his pistol out nevertheless and in 

the loudest voice he could muster, shouted: “You there! Halt!” 

The man with the knife stopped stabbing the lifeless body in the back of the 

car. He turned slowly toward Howley. That‟s when Howley realized this guy 

looked familiar. He had asked him for directions earlier in the afternoon. 
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The man smiled at him so queerly Howley froze again. This all seemed like a 

nightmare, something that defied explanation. 

FDR stabbed? FDR dead? Right before his eyes? 

        (Kelleher, 2001:197) 

 

This quotation explains that Skass mission of murdering FDR had been 

successful. Then he came back to Maxie‟s apartment waiting for the news of FDR‟s 

death from newspaper, radio, or TV. But, as long as he waited it until seven hours, he 

did not find any news from any sources. Skass was very angry that he did not find the 

news from every newspaper. He thought he might be wrong that he did not kill FDR, 

but another person that looks like FDR. Then in proving this, he remembered that the 

next day in Potomac Park the president would give a speech there. If he had killed the 

wrong guy, FDR would be on the park. The next plan of his mission was attending to 

the park. 

 

(27) Skass angrily swept all the newspapers off the couch, then slumped to the 

floor as well. 

How could this be? He‟d killed the President-as well as three Secret Service 

men a police officer. Why was none of that screaming off these front pages? 

…. 

At Potomac Park tomorrow then, he thought. 

That‟s where the mystery would be solved. 

         (Kelleher, 2001:202-203) 

 

 In the Potomac Park Skass and his girlfriend, Maxie came earlier to see the 

president there. The park was very crowded. While they were waiting for the 

president, suddenly Skass was caught by a hobo man. It was the man who ran after 

him in Kansas, Copp. Copp brought his gun and was about to arrest Skass there. Yet, 

the situation seemed to give a chance to Skass as many polices in the park arrested 
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Copp, Skass was free and ran away. Copp was about to arrest the killer, but he failed 

as he was arrested by the police. It was because the FBI wanted to arrest the killer 

alive, not dead. So, the good way to do is stopping and arresting Copp. It is explained 

in quotation below; 

(28) “What the hell are...!” Joe yelled-but one of the cops lunged and put his hand 

over his mouth.”shuddup you wise guy,” the cop yelled… 

The last he saw of Skass, he was walking away through the crowd, calmly 

eating his ice-cream cone. 

         (Kelleher, 2001:209) 

 

  

 The more rising conflict that seems more complicated is when Copp had been 

free from DC police who had arrested him in Potomac Park. He was with his boss, 

Big Jim in a cafe. He then went away from his boss and tried to be lonely for thinking 

about tracking Skass again. When he was in a bar, he thought that he still had a 

chance for about 24 hours to find Skass before the DC police would arrest him again. 

In this point, he had known why he was arrested and how the FBI and Dc police 

wanted to keep Skass still alive even though they did not tell him and his boss the 

reason why they wanted to arrest Skass alive and stopping himself in tracking Skass. 

(29) He figured he had twenty-four hours tops to find Skass before the D.C. police 

found him again. The problem was, how could he accomplish in one day what 

the US-German shadow team had failed to do in many? 

One thing was for sure though: Neither the Germans nor Army intelligence 

had a clue as to where Skass was. If they had, why would Joe have been 

dragged in and asked if he knew whereabouts of the madman? In other words, 

if they had to ask him, then they really were at square one. 

But this was a good thing for Joe. This meant they had no advantage over him 

in finding Skass first. And at that moment, that was all Joe wanted. To find 

the monster first…. 

       (Kelleher, 2001:224) 
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The quotation (29) explains how Copp was in conflict in his mind about 

obeying the FBI regulation for stopping himself in tracking Skass and about 

continuing stopping Skass even if he had to kill him. And the choice he had chosen 

was to keep going in tracking Skass in order to save FDR and American people.  

 

 

3. The End 

It is supposed to make clear all the consequences of the action. Perhaps it will tell 

what finally happen to all characters in the story. It will point out the moral of the 

story and knit up any of loose ends of the plotting.   

In the last of middle story, it is explained that Copp was arrested by police in 

Potomac Park. It was when he was arresting Skass. Then he was brought to SS agent. 

The resolution was that Big Jim dismissed Copp from the SS agent. Copp was 

arrested by SS agent because they want to stop him from tracking down the killer, 

Skass. Then he got Copp out of them and when he had a chance he tried to do his 

mission again to catch the killer even that the SS forbade him to continue his mission. 

He kept doing that because he knew that what he‟s doing was the right thing. 

(30) “Let me ask you something,” Joe finally said, his voice lowered a notch. 

“What the hell have we been doing all these years? You, me, the entire 

Bureau? I‟ll tell you what I‟ve been doing. I‟ve been having pieces of me shot 

away to protect this country… from assholes like the Dentons and Stringy, 

and counterfeiters and drugs pins, you name it. I did it because I thought that‟s 

what we were supposed to be doing. Protecting Amerca and everything it 

stands for. So kids can sleep good at night, and parents believe that no matter 

what happens, abrighter future always lays ahead. Well, frainkly helping the 

the frigging Nazis doesn‟t seem like part of that plan. No matter what screwy 
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reason there is. These guys are still killing hundreds of our guys a day-and 

now we‟re helping them?”  

(Kelleher, 2001:222) 
  

Copp then thought about what he would do next because the FBI and his Boss 

Big Jim had forbidden him to continue his mission in tracking the killer. Finally he 

decided to do what he was thinking was the right thing. He kept going to look for the 

killer himself regardless of any warning the FBI gave to him.  He later looked for any 

information about where the killer was. When he was in the bar, he remembered 

about card and something he saw in the hobo park. He knew that it is about 

Portuguese embassy. Then he tried to look for where the Portuguese embassy is. 

Then he came to the apartment of Portuguese embassy and met Maxie, a 

friend of Skass that he had seen in the hobo park. He saw Maxie trying to kill herself. 

He asked her about where Skass went. While she answered that he knew where the 

man he was looking for went, Copp thought that Skass went to the president capital 

building. Then Skass went to the White House, Washington D.C. 

(31) “Joe took a taxi to the white house”  

(Kelleher, 2001:238) 

 

The story then tells about Skass and Copp in white house. They met and 

fought with each other. Finally Skass was killed and Copp was arrested until two 

years later he was getting his freedom from jail. He was successful in stopping the 

murderer, but he stayed in jail after the matter. 

From the story we know that the story tells about the agent of FBI that killed 

the terrorist from Germany. Yet, in doing his mission he was suspected of being in a 
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wrong thing and finally was arrested two times. We can see it in many opinions that 

Copp although he is in the right way but the FBI and the government of America 

think he was wrong because he tracked the killer with breaking rules. It may be 

because they were afraid of the USA enemies (terrorist). They wanted to arrest the 

terrorist alive because they wanted to know the strategy of the terrorist. 

The end of the story is  that Copp was free from the jail. It is not stated how he 

was free from his punishment of 17 years in the jail. In two years of his living in the 

jail, he was visited by Spank, his mate in SWS office in FBI, Manhattan. In this point 

Spank told him about why he was there in the jail and what had happened in reality 

about Skass, himself, and FDR after he was sentenced in the jail. 

Spank told him that it was a day of getting out of the jail. It is a happy day for 

him, but he was not because he had lost his job in FBI. While they were talking about 

why Copp was there in the jail, Spank explained that Big Jim was protecting his life 

by putting him on the jail because as he was tracking Skass, there were many persons 

who did not like what he was doing. They were some people in the government that 

thought Skass was really valuable person. According to the reason they wanted to 

stop Copp in order to be able to arrest Skass alive. In this part Copp was still arguing 

with Spank that what Big Jim had done by putting him on the jail was really wrong 

because he was on the right way that he tried to protect FDR from the murdering and 

also saved his country from the killer. While his mate Spank disagreed with him and 

explained that he was not protecting FDR because FDR had already been dead. 
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(32) In those two years he had lost track of time, dates, faces, names. He‟d lost 

track of Christmas, Easter. The Fourth of July. He‟d not been permitted to 

write letters or make any phone calls-he‟d lost track of his parents. He had no 

way of telling them what happened to him-and he had no idea if anyone else 

had. He barely remembered his trial. He suspected that someone had injected 

him with something while he was lying in the backseat of the police car that 

dark day in Warm Springs. In any case, it had all been blur, except the strange 

smile on the judge‟s face as e pronounced his sentence:”seventeen years…no 

chance of parole” 

       (Kelleher, 2001:289) 

  

 In this point Copp still believed that he was in the right track. Even though 

there were some people in the government who did not like him in doing the tracking 

of the killer, there were some who did. They were from CIA. After getting out from 

the jail he was offered a job by CIA agent who really impressed by his doing. He lost 

his job in FBI and offered a job by CIA agency after getting out from the jail. It is 

stated in the quotation below. 

(33) “Cool it, Joe,” Spank ordered him, though his voice was not without some 

nervousness, ”I‟m just here to talk.” 

“Talk?” Joe spit back at him. “Talk abot what? How you guys left me here to 

rot for two years?” 

“We did it for your own good Joe!” Spank yelled back at him. “Big Jim was 

protecting you.” 

 “By putting me in jail?” Joe roared back 

 Spank looked like he wanted to pull his hair out. 

“Look, Joe,” he began again, trying to control his emotions. “Once you 

greased that guy Skass, there was a bunch of people who wanted to grease 

you. People even we could not control. 

 Joe didn‟t believe him. 

“But why would anyone want to kill me?” Joe asked. “I should be a hero for 

God‟s sake. Or at least not treated like some kind of criminal…” 

 Spank just frowned. He was clearly not enjoying this. 

“Let‟s just say there were certain elements inside the government that didn‟t 

like what you‟d done,” he said. “They thought this guy Skass was, well, 

valuable-and when you put the kibosh on him, you made yourself some 

enemies.” 

Joe laughed. It made his remaining teeth hurt. 
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“didn‟t like what I was doing?” he scoffed. “I was trying to stop someone 

from killing the President for God‟s sake. 

       (Kelleher, 2001:291) 

 

(34) Spank just shook his head. “Joe, must‟ve known that. Someone must have 

told you. You didn‟t save the president‟s life that day- because the president 

was already dead. He collapsed from a cerebral hemorrhage and died ashort 

time later. You must have heard the ambulance, seen the chaos. That was all 

for him.” 

Joe was frozen in the chair. Could this be true? As he was fighting for his life, 

trying to protect Roosevelt, Roosevelt was dying all on his own? The only 

reason Joe didn‟t laugh was because he knew it would hurt too much…. 

 

“whether that happened or not,” he told Spank slowly. “I was doing what I 

took on oath to do. I was protecting this country. I was protecting the 

president.”… 

Joe just stared back at him in disbelief. “What could be more important for 

me-or for any citizen-than protecting the President?” 

       (Kelleher, 2001:292) 

 

 According to the analysis above, it can be concluded that the plot of IS is 

straightforward. It can be seen that some problems will lead us to know about 

problematic character for his relationship with other characters. Here, the problematic 

character is Copp as he tried to solve the terror by tracking the killer. While he was 

doing that, there was a Bureau‟s regulation he did not obey. In this point the other 

character such as Spank and Big Jim gave a better understanding for him about how 

the terror must be stopped not by breaking the laws, but by obeying the laws. 

4.1.2 Character, Characterization and the Problematic Character in 

Iron Star 

There are many characters in IS novel. Yet, the study will focus on some major 

characters that face the problem and can reveal the problematic characters as their 
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role each other. They are Willy Skass and Joe Copp. The central character that have a 

role in the story is Copp that he faces some problems which finally change his 

behavior in facing that problem. The problematic character happened because of their 

relation to each other that raise many conflicts. 

In the first part, the character conflict happened to Skass. Skass is an agent 

who is sent by German (Nazi) in order to kill the president of USA. It is because in 

the waning days of World War II, Nazi Germany faces defeat. And then they sent the 

criminal who will be executed and jailed. It can be seen in the back cover of the novel 

as the introduction of the IS‟s story. Skass is really a dangerous person that he killed 

many people by slaughtering them. From the quotation below we see that Skass is 

doing his mission with the motivation to fill his ambition to get a license legally as a 

doctor, Yet, Skass is an antagonist that here he will be analyzed to show how Copp as 

problematic character faced the problem related to Skass. 

(35) “Willy Skass is brilliant. Willy Skass is elusive. Willy Skass is serial 

killer….” 

 

(36) But Skass is about to find himself a free man. Because the Nazis want the 

President of the United States dead. And they're hoping that practice makes 

the perfect assassin.  

(Kelleher, 2001: back cover) 

(37) Joe had his pistol pushed right up against Skass‟s temple. His finger was just a 

millimeter away from pulling the trigger. “Why?” he growled at Skass. “What 

were they going to give you that was so important, you‟d go hrough all 

this…..”. “If I tell you” Skass whispered back. “Do you promise not to kill 

me?” Joe pushed the gun deeper into his skull. “Sure,” he lied. “They were 
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going to give me a doctor‟s lisence,”Skass sais, his voice jitterly. “No matter 

who won, they said they‟d set me up in my own children‟s hospital. 

(Kelleher, 2001:278) 

 

The second major character is Joe Copp. He is an agent of FBI in Manhattan. 

He is as the problematic hero. The problematic hero is a character that faces many 

problems and he is the central of the character in facing the problem in the story. 

Copp here is the central in the story that he as the agent of FBI was not sent to 

anywhere and only work in the office because of his past record. 

(38) “The other guy was special agent Joe Copp. He was very well-known inside 

the FBI; at one time he was its third most decorated agent. When he joined the 

Bureau in 1931-it was called the Division of Investigation back then-he was a 

rock-jawed, handsome college boy with a slightly twisted nose and jet black 

hair. Once known as a very natty dresser, Copp was what Hoover liked to call 

“all-Amrican clean.” In fact Copp looked so much like a G-man, his face had 

adorned the cover of the Bureau‟s recruiting manual in 1933.”  

(Kelleher, 2001:40) 

The quotation above tells that Copp is a FBI agent that joined it at the first as 

The Division of Investigation. He is very famous inside FBI. 

(39)  Copp was legendary amongst his peers for his busting of several Midwest 

bank robbing-gangs, including the notorious Denton-Hatfield crew, a job he 

completed almost single-handedly. Everyone in the Bureau knew the story. 

The Dentons, as they were also called, preyed on small towns in Kansas, 

Missouri, and Oklahoma from 1933 to 1935. Though not as well-known as 

Clyde Barrow‟s outfit or the Dillinger Gang, the Dentons were less ruthless. 

They killed twenty-four people during their nearly three-year crime spree, 

including two federal agents, a half dozen bank tellers, several bank guards 

and many civilians, one being a five-year-old boy run down during one their 

getaways.”  

(Kelleher, 2001:41) 
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This quotation tells that how Copp became very well known of the FBI for the 

success of stopping the gang that made terror to people. He did it by himself with his 

method. It is a very unconventional method that there was not any FBI member did 

before. He could arrest all gang and became very famous in the FBI. 

(40) “Copp brought Hatfield back to justice, and it seemed as though the Bureau 

could indeed finally close the book on the marauding bank-robbing gangs of 

the thirties. But after his trial and a sentence of death, Stringy Hatfield did a 

very strange thing: he hired a lawyer and filed a lawsuit against the Bureau 

claiming Copp used “excessive battery” in his apprehension. The Bureau had 

never faced a criminal rights suit before, and had the matter quietly reviewed 

by a member of the highest federal bench. When the judge indicated that due 

to recent constitutional interpretations the Bureau might well lose in open 

court, Hoover himself authorized a hush payment of one thousand dollars to 

Hatfield‟s family and a reduction in sentence to life without parole”  

(Kelleher, 2001:47) 

(41) That was the beginning of the end of Joe Copp‟s career. Hoover was furious 

that the Bureau could have been embarrassed in such a manner-and that meant 

someone had to take the fall. In a matter of hours, Copp went from poster boy 

to scapegoat. It was only because he had secret admirers high up inside 

Bureau headquarters that he wasn‟t canned immediately. He was put on two 

years‟ field restriction instead, which, when complete, would bring him to the 

age of forty-one. At that time, he would be forced to retire with only a fraction 

of his rightful pension. 

Essentially then, Copp was sentenced to twenty four months of office work to 

be served at the most inconspicuous Bureau office possible, followed by a 

less-than-honorable dismissal, and most likely abject poverty soon afterwards. 

As it turned out, his prison was the secret SWS office in New York city. 

 (Kelleher, 2001:47) 
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This quotation explains how Copp got his achievement in his work in the FBI 

and how his career got to the end. Later he was sentenced to work only inside the 

office. When there was a murder in Princeton University, Copp was sent to analyze 

and make a report about the case, only to make report. That is the first time he works 

on the field. 

(42) Joe Copp arrived on the grounds of Princeton University bright and early the 

next morning. It was Wednesday and traffic coming over from New York had 

been light.  

(Kelleher, 2001:50) 

(43) When Copp finally left, the campus guards gave him a horn-honking escort 

back to the high way. The day was over and he‟d fulfilled Big Jim‟s 

instructions in spades.  

(Kelleher, 2001:50) 

 

After studying the Princeton case, Copp felt to go ahead finishing the case. 

But because he was not allowed to work out of the office, he could not do that. That 

make him in a dilemma between handling this case or not. He was confused. But, 

finally he decided to handle this case without any authority from Big Jim. This is a 

first rising conflict which makes Copp be a problematic character here. He became a 

problematic hero as he finally chose to track the killer even though he was not 

allowed to do that because he was under the punishment of working inside the FBI 

office. 

Copp is a very clever detective that he began to suspect the killer is the 

Whitmeyer. Then he went to Whitmeyer house and investigated them and found that 

he was wrong. Even though without any authority, Copp kept handling the case until 
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he tracked down the killer into Kansas. He then sent a mail into FBI office in 

Manhattan that made their work-mate angry. In this case Copp seems to be the broker 

of law. But, he does that because he is in the right way, in the right thing. Indeed, a 

law seems to have any irrelevance if it was applied in the big state or society. 

 

(44) “The problem is, he‟s broken about a dozen bureau regulations in the 

process… Big Jim will have a kitten when he sees this.”  

(Kelleher, 2001:123) 

 

 Then Copp tracked the killer until he about caught the killer in a park that was 

crowded with people, but while he was about to catch him, many polices arrested 

himself regardless of the killer. Then Copp was brought into jail. Fortunately his boss 

guaranteed himself and he was free. When they are in the restaurant, they were 

arguing about the case. Finally, Copp arrested the killer by himself. In the last story 

he fought with the killer and they were in the last breath of their life. Skass was dead, 

while Copp was arrested and lived in prison for about many years until someone 

come and set him free from the jail. 

 From the analysis above, it can be seen how the problematic character here, 

Copp tried to do what he was thinking the right thing. How he as the citizen felt to 

have a due in saving his country and his president. He changed his manner and his 

behavior as the problem became so complicated. Yet, the good thing is he withheld 

his opinion about stopping the killer and thought that he was right for saving the 

president. 
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4.1.3 Setting of IS 

IS has setting in the United States of America mostly and in the first chapter of part 

one has its setting in Berlin, Germany. This is because the story tells about the end of 

World War II and the States which involved were dominated by the USA and 

Germany that placed the allies with domination under the USA as the winner defeated 

Germany. In the first chapter of part one on the novel, it is stated “Berlin January, 

1945”. It tells about Skass awaiting his execution in prison of Berlin. 

Then all of story happened in the USA. In chapter II it tells that Skass had 

been in the USA and his first place for staying is on an agent of Nazi, the Whitmeyer. 

They lived in New Jersey. It is stated on the top of chapter two Princeton University 

New Jersey Two Months Later. Two months later means that Skass had been in the 

USA in March 1945. The third place that becomes the setting of IS is Manhattan. It 

tells about the FBI office and the people in charge of it. The other cities that become 

setting are Southeast Kansas, Rhode Island, New York City, and Washington D.C. 

In the last chapter of the novel, it was stated as a title Two years Later means 

that it was in the year of 1947. So, the time setting is around 1945 until 1947. This 

time is about the end of World War II. America and its allies had won the war 

defeating Nazi Germany. From that time America and Soviet Union became the 

superpower states in the world. 

So, in this story it can be concluded that the setting mostly happened in the 

USA, while in the first chapter Germany as the setting to show the conflict between 
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Germany and the USA. It seems that the focus will only concern in what was 

happening in the USA during the time that is explained in the novel. If we related the 

setting of the story that happened in the end of the World War II about 1945, we see 

that the conflict of the world is not only war between the USA and Germany, but also 

some countries that stand behind Germany and some countries behind the USA as 

allies. 

In the flash-back of Copp‟s story in his successful mission in stopping some 

Gangs which made chaos and bank robbery in some states. The Gangs are Denton 

Gang and Hatfield Gang. They had made bank robbery in some States such as 

Oklahoma, Missouri, and Kansas around 1933-1935. If I relate it with the condition 

in the USA, it can be concluded that this situation is the same as what really 

happened in year1990-2001 in the form of terror. 

 

4.1.4 Theme and the Relation of Intrinsic Elements of IS 

The theme of the novel is about war toward terrorism. The story focuses on the 

assassinating of the USA president committed by a Nazi‟s agent. The agent failed 

because he was stopped by a FBI agent named Copp and killed in the fighting 

between him and the FBI agent. In stopping the Nazi‟s agent, Copp did it with 

unconventional way like breaking the Bureaus rule. He was actually under the 

punishment of working inside the office. Yet, he tracked the killer without reporting 

to his Boss.  
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After analyzing those three elements and relate them one another, it can be 

found that the problematic character here is Joe Copp. The story seems to concern on 

the way the USA faces any terrorism in their country. After I related all elements 

such as plot, character, and setting, the story has many sequences that there are some 

ways the government of the USA and the Authority (FBI) do in order to face 

terrorism. The terrorism in the novel explains about terror in killing the president. 

While doing that, the killer also killed many American people. 

In facing terrorism here, America as the superpower state in the world seems 

to be unfair in defeating them. They have a different definition about terrorism that if 

we related it with Chomsky‟s opinion about the terrorism itself is that if the victim is 

herself and her allies it will be called as terrorism, while if the victim is other it will 

not be called as terrorism (2004:58-59). 

 As the approach of this study is using genetic structuralism, the first step is I 

do intrinsic analysis as the applying of structuralism approach by relating all elements 

of the novel that is according to Wellek and Waren, is using three major elements. 

Those three elements have been stated in the explanation above and now I will 

analyze it by relating all of them one another to get the main meaning of the novel. 

 The novel is about war, violence, and terrorism. I can conclude that the story 

tells us about war especially the end of World War II and how an agent was sent to 

the enemy‟s state to kill the president of the enemy and how it became a terror, but 

the terror is not toward people or civil unless to the government and some authorities 

such as FBI. 
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 This point can be concluded that the terror here is not to all American people 

whether only for few people (in other words I can say that for the government). To 

reveal the theme of this novel is about Skass action in murdering FDR and killed 

many people in the USA. The paradox appears here since the man who helped the 

terrorist doing their action was also a terrorist and some American people helped 

Skass to stay in their houses. So the terrorist itself is done by domestic people, not by 

international syndicates. And if the USA government make some countries become 

the victim of suspecting terrorism before having a correct detail of data, it is such 

making a terror to people of other countries. 

 It is as same as when the USA attacked Nicaragua to do war toward terror. 

Even though some countries did not agree, but it kept doing that war there. Another 

case is the WTC (World Trade Center) tragedy is a reason for the USA to make legal 

attack to Iraq and Afghan by making a reason that both of the countries are the place 

in which terrorists live. If we pay much attention, it is really strange and wrong 

because around the year 2000 the terror which was happening in USA was domestic 

terror, not international terror. If I relate it with the theme of the novel, I find that 

some American helpers of Skass in America that are Nazi agent are a kind of 

terrorists. In this view I conclude that it is possible that if the doer is America as a 

superpower state, the attack is not terrorism meanwhile a kind of war toward terror. 

We can see it through the data of terrorism that happened in the USA around 2000 

that I will explain in the next page. 
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4.4 AUTHOR’S WORLD VIEW OF TERRORISM REVEALED IN 

IRON STAR  

The world view of this novel can be revealed by how problematic characters face the 

social condition in his society. After analyzing the intrinsic elements of the novel, it is 

found that the theme is about war toward terrorism. The terror is reflected by a Nazi‟s 

agent name Willy Skass which was sent to the USA to kill the President FDR. In 

doing this mission he did more practice and killed many people in America which 

like spreading a terror and made the American‟s residents stayed in fear. Then an 

agent of FBI, Joe Copp tried to stop the killer. 

The first time he was sent by his boss to report a murder case that happened in 

Princeton University had led him to solve the case by tracking the murderer. He knew 

that he factually was not allowed to be out from his office as the past record he had 

done. He had an unconventional method in arresting the criminal. That‟s why he 

tracked the killer until out of States without reporting to his boss because he knew 

that his boss would not allow him. 

In this point the character had an opinion how he as an agent of FBI that had a 

due in keeping safety for his States try to do his due regardless of his position that 

was still arrested in office. He broke the Bureau regulation as he was an office-

captive, but work out in the field in stopping the killer. This is how a man in facing 

terror must do by stopping the killer. Yet, because there are rules that it must be 
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obeyed, the character seems to do a wrong thing in gaining the right intention in 

facing terror. 

The structure of the novel shows about terror that happened in the USA. In 

facing the terror, the author shows how a problematic character, Copp tried to kill the 

killer even though he had no authority in doing it. It reflects the American 

Government who often legalized itself in attacking terror in other countries‟ area 

without regarding international laws. It can be seen when it attacked Nicaragua. Even 

though this country gave this case to the World Organization and America was given 

a resolution to stop the attack, but it kept doing the attack with a alibi that it was to 

stop a terror that happened in Nicaragua. 

The author‟s world view in this novel is the wrong side of war against 

terrorism done by the USA government. It is revealed in the novel by the character of 

Joe Copp who tried to stop the man who was sent by Nazi to kill FDR, and in doing 

the mission, the agent did a kind of practice to make a perfect assassin. He killed 

many American people that like spreading a terror. If it is related to the novel, it is 

like what happened around nineties and 2000 that the current issue that happened in 

America is about terrorism with its peak is the WTC (World Trade Center) bombing. 

The mission of the Nazi‟s agent reflects the terror which happened in the 

USA. While in facing terrorism, American Government often did the wrong way 

because it attacked the terror in another country without regarding international laws. 

It is revealed in the novel by the main character Copp. He as the FBI agent tried to 

stop the killer by himself without permission of his boss. He factually did not have 
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authority of doing that because he was under the punishment of working only inside 

the office. He went out and tracked the killer. He broke the FBI‟s laws. 

The other characters, Big Jim (Copp‟s boss) and Leo Spank (Copp‟s 

workmate) finally met Copp in the middle of his tracking the killer and explained that 

what he must do is also obeying the FBI‟s laws. It reflects that America should obey 

the international laws in attacking terrorism. When the World Organization gave 

resolution to the USA, American government should obey the resolution, but in 

reality they did not.  

The USA has so many enemies since it becomes a big country and powerful 

in the world. Many of the enemies become terrorists to this states. The enemies here 

are the terrorist itself. In America the definition of terrorist is still unclear since it 

only refers to meaning approved and comprehended by the American people 

themselves and not according to the one in international laws. 

We can see it through the foreign policy of USA that stated by the 

government of Reagan is the war against terrorism. The foreign minister says, 

„momok kejahatan terorisme’ suatu wabah yang disebarkan oleh ‘para penentang 

peradaban sendiri yang bejat’ dalam ‘kembalinya barbarism pada zaman modern’. 

This quotation is really unclear and become a paradox since if we see that the reality 

is not concordant with the policy. 

Let‟s see what happened in Turk. They do terror to their civil that called states 

terror in the middle-east. They killed many people of Kurdi. The USA helps Turk in 

doing that terror by giving donation and gun. But it is not considered terrorism 
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because the doer is USA. If the doer is another country, it will be called as terrorism 

(Chomsky 2003:60). 

 Talking about American‟s dream as the aspirations of the most people: peace, 

prosperity, personal ownership of property, personal liberty and the belief that 

individuals are free to achieve any goals, to accumulate material wealth, to live any 

lifestyle and many more (Indrawati 2007:29). From this quotation, the government of 

America will take action in gaining the dream of making peace for the country that 

later they will have an idea in attacking terrorism. The question is how they had done 

in making the dream of peace come true? One of them is by making legal attacking to 

some countries where terrorist come from such as Afghan and Iraq.  

The theme of IS novel that focuses on the terrorism issue factually give a 

world view of the author about some American people who have another definition in 

responding toward the issue. Some responded as a criminal activity that must be 

stopped, while the others have some ideology that the terrorism issue that be 

responded by American government is really, really wrong because many terrorism 

acts that happened in the USA are kind of domestic terror, while the 11 of September 

was the only one which was done by people from other states (FBI 2004:iv). 

 We can see that in the novel, the writer tends to be in the second side to view 

the issue of terror. The author chooses the second side as really suitable with himself 

as the literary writer. Just pay attention that most of the writers are the men in full of 

contemplation of life. So, if they contemplate about terror, they will see from many 

sides and especially from their heart. How people must do and position themselves as 
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good as possible. And the world view of the author of this novel is how some 

American people who disagree with the attacking terrorism by attacking some states 

like Afghan and Iraq. They have different opinion that the attacking of them is also a 

kind of terror.  

 Everyone is always sure that America in attacking the state is war toward 

terror, because the terror happening to America is called a terror, but when the actor 

is America it is not a terror. We can see it through some years ago when America 

helped some countries in attacking its civil residents, like when Turk attacking the 

Kurdi. America helped them by giving donation and gun. It is actually a terror if we 

relate the definition of terror because America helps the state to attack its residents. 

 If I related to the novel, Copp as the major character and as the problematic 

hero tried to track the killer and his act is a kind of war toward terror itself. In doing 

this, he legalized some rules in tracking the killer by breaking some Bureau‟s laws. It 

is as if the USA in responding toward terrorism, it legalizes many laws even it is not 

suitable with international laws.  Hass in Ikenbery (2002:433) says: 

Apa yang anda lihat dalam pemerintahan ini adalah munculnya sebuah prinsip 

atau sejumlah gagasan baru….tentang apa yang mungkin anda sebut batas-

batas kedaulatan. Kedaulatan menuntut adanya kewajiban. Salah satunya 

adalah tidak membantai rakyat sendiri. Yang lain adalah tidak mendukung 

terorisme dalam cara apa pun. Jika sebuah pemerintahan gagal memenuhi 

kewajiban-kewajiban ini, maka ia mengorbankan sebagian keuntungan lazim 

dari kedaulatan, termasuk hak untuk dibiarkan sendiri di dalam wilayah 

sendiri. Pemrintahan-pemerintahan yang lain, termasuk Amerika Serikat, 

mendapatkan hak untuk campur tangan. Dalam kasus terorisme, hal ini 

bahkan bisa mengarah ke hak preventif…pertahanan diri. Anda pada dasarnya 

bisa bertindak sebagai langkah antisipasi jika anda punya dasar untuk berpikir 

ini adalah masalah kapan, dan bukan seandainya, anda akan diserang. 
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 From the quotation above, it is stated that America has a right in attacking 

terrorism even though the terror happened in other countries. It is as if America has 

authority in other countries. It is the way America does to attack the terror. On the 

other hand, it is actually wrong because the authority in attacking terror in a country 

is the country itself, not foreign countries.  

Table of relation between novel structure and social condition of America: 

Problematic 

Characters 

Structure on the novel IS Social condition of the USA 

Copp  Copp tracked the killer while he 

was under the punishment of 

working only inside the FBI 

office. He broke the Bureau‟s rule 

and tracked the killer until be out 

of state. 

The USA attacked terrorist 

regardless of the other country 

authority, like when it attacked 

some countries in Latin America 

such as Nicaragua and some 

countries in Middle East such as 

in Iran. America legalized itself 

without regarding the 

international laws. 

Copp and 

D.C. Polices 

Copp was arrested because some 

government did not like him 

tracking the killer and wanted to 

arrest the killer alive. 

There are many countries did not 

agree with America in some 

ways doing war toward terrorist 

without regarding international 

laws, even The World 

Organization had given 

resolution to the USA. 

Copp after 

being 

arrested and 

big Jim 

Copp was debating with his Boss; 

Big Jim about what he was doing 

by tracking the killer. He was still 

thinking that he was on the right 

track. 

America kept attacking 

Nicaragua even when this 

country give this case to the 

World Organization, even 

though the World Organization 

gave resolution to the USA to 

stop the it, but America kept 

doing the attack.  

Copp and 

Skass 

Copp and Skass was fighting  America was on the war with 

Iraq and some countries in the 

Middle East 

Copp and Copp was arrested by DC police Some countries claimed America 
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Big Jim and Big Jim visited him. Then 

they get out for a while to explain 

to Copp about what was a good 

thing for him to do is stopping 

tracking the killer because he 

broke the FBI laws. 

was wrong in their way of 

attacking the terrorist. 

Copp and 

Spank 

When Copp was arrested he was 

visited by Spank, an FBI agent. 

Spank explained what was going 

on about the killer and also about 

the president. Copp still believe 

that he was on the right track. 

America, even though many 

countries disagree with it 

because it did not pay attention 

to international laws, it keeps 

believing that its way in 

attacking terror like attacking 

Nicaragua is right. 

 From the previous table, we see that the central problematic character is Copp 

and there are also some problematic characters because of their relationship with 

other character such as Big Jim and Spank. The writer explains that to attack terror, 

one must use violence too because terror which happens always uses violence. It is 

suitable with what Copp had done by tracking the killer even though he must break 

the Bureau‟s law. 

 On the other hand, the writer factually has another thing to be implied here 

about how to attack against terror is by obeying laws. Such as what Big Jim and 

Spank did, they explained to Copp how he must do. To stop the killer, Copp must 

obey the rule and not break it. From this point we can know that the author world 

view is the different view in seeing the terror that America was really wrong in the 

way of doing war toward terrorism because it broke some international laws. The 

writer stated that Big Jim and Spank have more authority above Copp to give 

explanation that human must obey the laws.  
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The different point of view in seeing terrorism, the author revealed that people 

must keep obeying the laws that had been agreed by people, while the government of 

America has different view that they must do war toward terror. They often legalize 

themselves in do the war to other country in which the terrorists come from. They 

also often ignored the resolution of the world organization that in doing that they 

must also pay attention to the international laws. 
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CHAPTER V 

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTION 

 

After doing the analysis in the previous chapter, here I draw the conclusion of 

the analysis related to the author world view of Iron Star novel by using genetic 

structuralism research. 

5.1 Conclusion 

According to the analysis of intrinsic elements in the chapter four, it can be concluded 

that IS novel has a flash-back plot. In some parts, it tells about the past activity of 

Copp and Skass that support the characterization of both characters. The problematic 

character in the story is Joe Copp that he faces many problems about breaking the law 

of FBI when he is still in his punishment until tracking the killer and want to stop the 

terror of murder of FDR. The setting happens in Germany as the first introduction 

and most of the places are in the USA, while the time was during 1945-1947 around 

the end of World War II. 

After analyzing the major three elements, I conclude that the theme of the 

story is about facing the terrorist. In facing terrorist, there are many different points of 

view. While the character Copp as a FBI agent has opinion that he must stop the 

killer even by killing him. Yet, the government wants to arrest the killer alive.  
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According to the structure analysis of the novel in chapter four that focus on 

the relation of three major elements of Iron Star novel, it is found that the plot is 

flash-back and the problematic character is Joe Copp. The setting happened in the 

USA after the end of World War II, while the theme of the novel is about war toward 

terrorism. 

In facing terrorism, the main character did it together with breaking the laws 

of FBI, while his boss and his workmate explained to him that he must also obey the 

laws. By relating to the historical events that happened in America during the time 

consolidating the birth of the novel around year nineties and 2000 that there were 

many terrorism acts there, the novel gives moral value that the terror must be stopped 

and in doing that people must obey the laws that have been agreed by international 

laws. This value becomes the world view of the author. 

The different point of view here is that in facing terrorism people must obey 

the laws, while in reality the American Government have different view that the 

terror must be stopped with war and in doing that they often breaks the international 

laws. They often ignore the resolution from the World Organization to stop what they 

were doing in attacking the terror, because their way was wrong. 

 

5.2 Suggestion 

Based on the conclusion above, some suggestions related to the analysis of it is 

expected that the readers would have a wider and better understanding of the literary 
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research especially about genetic structuralism research that use both intrinsic and 

extrinsic analysis of literature. 

This final project is expected to give contribution in literature research 

especially literary work in the field of sociological ground of seeking the overcoming 

all problems that happen in our surroundings. It can be used as a reference in the 

same field of research. I suggest that teaching activities are not only delivering the 

content of the reference books, but also giving and sharing values of live. So, as the 

institution, English Department not only makes college degree, but also builds 

individual‟s moral and spiritual capacity through literary works. 

Finally, it can be used especially by the English Department students of 

UNNES to be reference in analysis of social phenomena and ideology of a society 

that are revealed in literary work. 
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