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Abstract

As recently Privacy Acts in Korea enforced in domestic companies' personal information management needs
of a growing obligation for the safety measures and the right of personal information collection, use, limitations,
management, and destroyed specifically for handling personal information. Such this regulations should be
required technical and policy supports. Accordingly, for the enterprise incident has occurred, the personal
information management system behave correctly operating to verify that the safety measures taken, and be
determined by the specific preparation to be done. So the first, preparation phase corresponds to the upcoming
digital forensic investigation model. On the other hand, the response team also carried these measures out
correctly, it needs to be done to check the compliance of Privacy Act. Thus a digital forensics investigation
model is strictly related with the implementation of the Privacy Acts and improve the coping strategies are
needed. In this paper, we suggest a digital forensic investigation model corresponding to Privacy Act.

Key words : Digital Forensic, Digital Investigation Model, Privacy Act, Forensic Readiness
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Table 2. Response Strategy for Incident Response
Organization
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