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—Abstract—

The Functions and Problems of Philosophy of Nursing.

Kim, Hyang Mee
(Choonhae Junior Nursing College}

1. To the question, “What is Philosophy of nursing?” Two different groups will answer in two different
ways. The answer may be given from the viewpoints either of traditional philosophy or of analytic
philosophy. The former defines the philosophy of nursing as “the philosophical thinking of all the
problems or phenomena of nursing”. But the latter gives the following definition:” It is the clarification
of all the languages related to nursing.” There may be the following three diffevent approaches to the
study of the concepts of philosephy of nursing.

a. Approach from the nursing itself

b. Approoch 1o an applied philosophy to nursing.

c. Approach to the general nursing theories.

2. The natural next question may be: “What is the philosophy of nursing is all about?”. As its functions,
the following four points may be noteworthy.

a. Specunlative function* This provides the room for introspecting and retrospeciing the essentials and
the wholesomeness of the general nursing.

b. Prescrintive function: This is the philosophical function te study human activities or qualities and to
present the standard of judgements of them and finally to provide answers lo the peculiarities of
human activities,

c. Amnalytic function: The basic attitude of analytic philosopher is “to philosophize is to anlyze the
language”. Therefore what the analytic fuction in nursing practices and theories is all about is to
clarify those languages used in nursing.

d. Tntegral function: This is to integrate and synthesize the aforesaid three functions.

3. Since the philophy of nursing as the branch of study is in iis beginning stage, there are too many
things to be explained and studied. The most urgent of them are:

a, concept formation

h. statement of purbose

c. those problems to be deall with by the theorists of nursing.
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