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FROM THE EDITORS

A5 this newsletter is being published we are beginning to think
about the Sixth International Self-Care Deficit Nursing Theory
Conference which is being held in Thailand in February of 2000.
Details appear later in this newsletter. We hope all of you are
making plans to attend the conference, particularly members
from the United States. We have had a good attendance of mem-

bers from outside of the States when conferences were held there.

It is important for members from the States to support confer-
ences held in other countries if we are to be a truly international
society. Faye Hill at the University of Missouri-Columbia is
working on finding bargain travel rates.

This is an interestin® newsletter. The papers presented are dif-
ferent than those in previous issues. We would like some com-
ments from the readers and also would encourage dialogue about
the issues they raise. Gerd Bekel presents a discussion paper on
the object of science. Anna Biggs describes a hermeneutical
analysis of self-care deficit nursing theory. Gerd and Dorothea
Orem have also put together a bibliography on realism which we
are pleased to publish.

Don’t forget to check out the self-care deficit nursing theory
web page at http://www.hsc.missouri.edu/son. ¢

Kathie Renpenning and Susan Taylor, Editors.

REPORT FROM THE
PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE

From: Vi Berbiglia, Chair, San Antonio, TX
E-mail: berbiglia@uthscsa.edu

The committee is making progress on several goals:

1. Organize United States regions under regional facilitators for
the purpose of networking, extending the membership of the
[0S, and collaborative scholarly productivity. The regional

facilitators for the United States are:

Western: Sandra Pepicello,Phoenix, AZ
E-mail: swpepice@apollogrp. edu

Central: Barbara Biehler, Amarilio, TX
E-mail: BBiehler@mail. wtamu.edu
Anna Biggs, St. Louis, MO
E-mail: anna_biggs@umsl.edu

Eastern: Helen Taggart, Savannah, GA

E-mail: taggart@ix.netcom.com

Volume 7 Edition 1
ISSN 1081 - 7700

2. Seek members for the committee from several countries. These
international facilitators are:

Asian; Semchit Hanucharernkul
E-mail: rashk @mahidol.ac.th
Scandinavian; Margarethe Lorensen
E-mail: margarethe lorensen@sykepleievituio.no
Monika Lovgren
E-mail: nils.lovgren@kpswed ense
Canada, England, Scotland, Ireland:
Beth Horsburgh
E-maii: bethy @delta.uwindsor.ca

Selection of other international facilitators is pending replies to
invitational letters. Please contact Vi Berbiglia if you wish to
become an international facilitator on the Public Affairs Com-
mittee, The United States regional facilitators and the interna-
tional facilitators have the individual and institutional member-
ship address lists and arc networking within each area.

' 3. Facilitate increased international participation by providing

membership: facilitators are addressing the need for transla-
tions. The German transtation has been developed but is not in
use at this point.

4, Encourage regional conferences: In process.

As you can see, the Public Affairs Committee is becoming very
viable. We invite you to join us in our endeavors. Contact Vi
Berbiglia to become a committee member. Begin to network with
the facilitator in your area. We look forward to great accomplish-
ments for the JOS as we network and collaborate. %

STATEMENTS ON THE OBJECT OF SCIENCE:
A DISCUSSION PAPER
Gerd Bekel, Cloppenburg, Germany.

Paper presented at the meeting of the “Orem Study Group”
Savannah, GA. February 27 - March 2 1998,

The focus of a discipline is constituted by its object. Through
this, it is possible to have discourses related to fields and bound-
aries of the discipline. This is necessary because, a discipline is
not global; “it is characterized by a unique perspective, a distinct
way of viewing all phenomena, which ultimately defines the
limits and nature of its inquiry.” (Donaldson and Crowley, 1978).
Describing and formalizing of the nature and boundaries of a dis-
cipline are basic features of evolutionary processes (Ausdifferen-
zierung) of scientific disciplines and are prerequisite for the
development of inherent structures of knowledge and the devel-
opment of a body of knowledge in total. But how does the spe-



cific perspective of a discipline emerge to analyze phenomena
and in which way is it possible to decide whether the identified
phenomena are components of the fields of action of the disci-
pline?

The description of the object which builds the center of profes-
sional endeavour of a discipline is a prerequisite in this process.
The description of the object is closely linked to the evolutionary
processes of the discipline as a scientific discipline and as an
independent discipline.

According to Klubertanz (1953) object domains can be differ-
entiated into material objects and formal objects. (Object domain
and object in this context are understood as synonymous terms.
They are theoretical entities to describe facts about matters. They
do not indicate an object in a sense of a tangible thing). The pro-
duction of demonstrative knowledge (logically conclusive)
addresses various fields of objects, i.e. specific practical or
abstract concepts. The material object provides the explanation
for whether a scientific discipline is concerned with abstract
objects (e.g. equations) or with living things. The latter are differ-
entiated by fields (e.g. animals, plants, man). In contrast to the
material object the formal object explains specific classes of
problemns which need to be solved.

Even if disciplines focus on the same material object they may
be different in their view regarding the formal object. Both char-
acterize different levels of explanation. For example, there are
several sciences about man: anthropology, experimental psy-
chology, biclogy, patHology, history. It is evident that these var-
ious sciences reach different conclusions (not contradictory, nor
contrary - just different). And since conclusions and formal
objects are proportioned to each other, it follows that the sciences
about man have different formal objects. Consequently, there
may be several sciences about the same material object, and these

_sciences have different formal objects. (Klubertanz 1953 p.387)

The formal object of a discipline constitutes the specific view of
things, (scientific) problems and matters related to the practical
endeavour regardless of whether they are of a practical or theoret-
ical nature. Consequently the epistmological interest of a disci-
pline is specified by its (proper) formal object.

Regarding the formal object Kliubertanz draws the following
conclusions:

1. The starting points or principles of demonstration of scientific
disciplines are different. :

2. The methods for investigating and exploring knowiedge are
different.

3. The conclusions are different.

Although Klubertanz concept gives an explanation with regard
to the distinction of scientific disciplines it does not show the
latent and/or open structure of interrelations of the disciplines.
Paul Weingartner (1980, 1976) in his concept on object domains
{OD] gives a broader explanation on how scientific disciplines
use different objects for their scientific endeavour. He identified
four different domains:

1. Problem domain [PD] (Problembereich})

II. Application domain [AD] (Anwendungsbereich)

III. Proper object domain [POD] (Eigentlicher Gegenstands-
bereich)

IV.Universe of Discourse [UD]

I. Problem domain (PD)
A scientific discipline deals with particular classes of distin-

guished problems and inquiries.

- Logic is concerned with: term, conclusion, judgement.

- Mathematics is concerned with: infinity.

- Metaphysics is concerned with: God, freedom, immeortality.

- Semiotics is concerned with: syntactic, semantic and pragmatic
problems of signs.

- Medicine is concerned with: diagnostic, therapy and alleviation
of illness. )

- Psychology is concerned with: experience, behaviour and
awareness of human beings, their development and internal and
external conditions.

This domain is comparable to Klubertanz’ concept of the formal
object. .
I1. Application domain [AD]
This object domain describes the application of a discipline to
another discipline.
(a) The disciplines will still exist in their original form. [APP-1]
{(b) Sometimes specialized disciplines will emerge with rela-
tionship to both disciplines.[APP-2]

Av 1- APP‘].

If discipline A or sentences of A is applied to discipline B, then
in B models of sentences from A will exist.

Example: Chemical equations belong to the object domain of
chemistry.

Particular chemical equations may be relevant as AD of chem-
istry and consequently they may belong to the object domain of
other disciplines. The specific types of photosynthesis as AD of
chemistry to biology constitute these equations as OD of biology.
General theories of behaviour as AD of psychology constitute in
particular types the OD of nursing (c.g. self-care).

A.1.APP-2

In addition to APP-1 the following conclusion is aimed at the
development of a (new) specialized discipline C. If the discipline
A is applied to discipline B new sentences will occur which nei-
ther belong to A nor to B. In accordance with this: (1) they con-
tain only basic terms of A and B (as components of sentences of
the originate disciplines) and (2) the appear as explanations
(premises, axioms) of sentences of B, As a result of this C
emerges from the evolutionary processes (Ausdifferenzierung) of
AD of A to B and through the use of basic terms it builds rela-
tionships to the originate disciplines.

Example: Chemistry (A) and biclogy (B) form the specialized
discipline [SD] biochemistry C. Philosophy (A) and linguistics
(B) form philosophy of language (C). For the evolutionary
processes of the OD of nursing and the development of the disci-
pline the following questions (a-d) need to be clarified, both his-
torically and from the perspective of philosophy of science:

Questions for further consideration:

a. Is nursing a discipline in the sense of C?

b. How is the proper object of nursing built up on processes of
AD of other disciplines on each other?

¢. If nursing is a discipline in the sense of C what are the basic
terms which will be utilized in mmsing?
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