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Factors Influencing Clinical Nurses' Practice of Personal Information
Protection: Focusing on Knowledge of Personal Information
Protection Law and Nursing Patient Advocacy

Kim, Dongeun” - Park, Wanju®

"Graduate Student, Department of Forensic Nursing, Graduate School of Investigative Science, Kyungpook National University
?Professor, College of Nursing, Kyungpook National University

Purpose: This study aimed to identify the influence of knowledge of personal information protection law and
nursing patient advocacy on practice of personal information protection among nurses. Methods: The subjects
were 130 nurses who have worked for six months or more in the ward of the tertiary or general hospitals. Data
were collected from February 20 to March 3, 2023. Results: Factors influencing practice of personal
information protection were acting as an advocate (3=.32, p=.004), environmental and educational
influences (3=.21, p=.040), knowledge of personal information protection law (3=.19, p=.013) and clinical
experience for five years or more but less than ten years (3=.17, p=.036). The regression model showed an
explanatory power of 34.0%. Conclusion: Acting as an advocate has the most effect on practice of personal
information protection. To promote practice of personal information protection for nurses, it is necessary to
provide education related to privacy protection and encourage nursing patient advocacy.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Participants (N=130)
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> 7]-§g].57_1]143§ _4‘@‘_]_— oF
34, p<.001). 7HQIAHER T AH L
S A2 A 2] 35 (r=55, p <.001),
01)4 O ope) AluA
7H OIR R T 2|41}

Characteristics Categories n (%) B Rth(r=.27, p=.002)
Gender M 12 (9.2) (Table 4)
F 118 (90.8)
Age (yr) 20~ <30 (55 4) CH AL X} O le‘l = 179 O0lxl= A5t00|
30~ < 40 (385) 5 H II' | 7H EEE |_0'” |x||_ oo
>40 8(6.1)
Education level Undergraduate 125 (96.2) VA AN AEEHE S Ao v YRS Fobe
Graduate 5(3.8) 7] 93] Yutd EA, AR B ESTH 2| 4], 5715 0] 519
Hospital type Tertiary hospital 70 (53.8) gl 52X Y=, AT} WS90 JRS =R,
G 1 hospital 46.2 = _
eneralhospital 0D porguns une sause 4T S 9L e
Worki d Medical 4 (41.5 o =
T Surgical T0S s Askc D B F ROl Aol ugE F 9
Comprehensive (14.6) AL god *(Dummy variable) = Halsto] 243 %1
Ol;lrsmg care 539 Y5kt thEFAlAd(Variation Inflation Factor, VIF)2
ers
1.02~2.242 10 o|5}o] 11, FA}3HA| (Tolerance)= .45~.98 2.2
Job position Charge nurse 10 (7.7)
Sl e 120 (92.3) 0.1 oJAo|B 2 thEF XA EA)71 ¢l 9ith. Durbin-Watson-&
Clinical experience . 7 5) 1882 712 31 20] 257 who] WApe] YA 2L
) 1~<5 71(46)  wkEslo] S| AR Yo] HEF A LepeH25.26].
5~<10 27.7 sl _ .
% ST 24 27 E59] 59199 $IARA | HF(- 32,
- 5143k 780 A5kR= = QAR ED
Current ward <1 13 (10.0) p=.004), 733} w-L-2] FFFR=.21, p=.040), /AP ER S
experience (yr) 1~<5 98 (75.4) H 24 (3=.19, p=.013)0] E2TE NAAHEE T AHo] =
e ey SRS UEhITh 3 BRI 5 o)y 10 e
>
=.17,p=.036)0] 1 o|A} 5 n|gtR T} A F o2 724 &7
Subjective degree of Not well protected 88 (67.7) _ P] _ ) l _ & ] oA 1<l
hospital system about Well protected 42 (32.3) HE HAH &2 g2 R Th Model 3 3] AR F-& F7
privacy protection Ao g §oJ5l¢ o n(F=12.14, p<.001) & AH 2L 34.0%
Need for education about  Yes 120 (92.3) A th(Table 5).
privacy protection No 10 (7.7)

Table 2. Descriptive Statistics of Study Variables (N=130)
Study variables Min Max M=SD
Knowledge of personal information protection law 5.00 8.00 6.2310.67
Nursing patient advocacy 3.00 4.73 3.821+0.36

Acting as an advocate 2.86 493 4.03+£0.40
Work status and advocacy actions 1.00 5.00 3.34+0.83
Environmental and educational influences 2.50 5.00 3.96+0.57
Support and barriers to advocacy 217 5.00 3.53+0.59
Practice of personal information protection 2.57 4.00 3.40£0.36

M=mean; Max=maximum; Min=minimum; SD=standard deviation.
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Table 3. Practice of Personal Information Protection According to General Characteristics (N=130)
— . 4 p
Characteristics Categories M+£SD torF (Dunnett T3)
Gender M 3.41+047 0.11 912
F 3.40+0.35
Age (yr) 20~<30 3.310.3 2.03 136
30~<40 3.4+0.3
>40 3.5+04
Education level University 3.41£0.36 1.28 203
Graduate 3.20+0.41
Hospital type Tertiary hospital 3.44+0.36 1.44 152
General hospital 3.35+0.35
Working ward Medical 3.43+0.37 0.23 879
Surgical 3.37£0.35
Comprehensive nursing care 3.41£0.40
Others 3.43£0.36
Job position Charge nurse 3.53+£0.43 1.17 243
Staff nurse 3.39+0.35
Clinical experience (yr) <1° 3.50+0.36 518 .007
1~<5° 3.32+0.36 (b<o)
5~<10° 3.56+0.26
>10° 3.35+0.44
Current ward experience (yr) <1 3.35+0.28 0.65 587
1~<5 3.40£0.37
5~<10 3.38£0.33
>10 3.63£0.54
Subjective degree of hospital Not well protected 3.38+0.33 -1.05 296
system about privacy protection Well protected 3.45+0.42
Need for education about Yes 3.40+0.37 0.26 799
privacy protection No 3.37£0.27
M=mean; SD=standard deviation.
Table 4. Correlations Between Study Variables (N=130)
A B Bl B2 B3 B4 C
Study variables
() 1) rp) r () r (p) rp) r )
A. Knowledge of personal 1
information protection law
B. Nursing patient advocacy A1 1
(:232)
B1. Acting as an advocate 25 .79 1
(-005) (<.001)
B2. Work status and advocacy .09 .60 17 1
actions (:329) (<.001) (-.061)
B3. Environmental and .05 .75 .69 .20 1
educational influences (:591) (<.001) (<.001) (.026)
B4. Support and barriers to -20 48 .00 43 .04 1
advocacy (.026) (<.001) (:998) (<.001) (.694)
C. Practice of personal information 27 34 .55 -15 48 -17 1
protection (.002) (<.001) (<.001) (-096) (<.001) (.052)
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Table 5. Influencing Factors on Practice of Personal Information Protection (N=130)
Model 1 Model 2 Model 3
Variables
B SE t p B SE B t p B SE B t p
(Constant) 332 .04 80.30 <.001 237 28 845 <.001 1.02 .33 3.12 .002

Clinical experience

<1 018 .14
1~<5 024 .07
5~ <10 (ref.)

>10 0.03 .10

Knowledge of personal information protection law

Nursing patient advocacy
Acting as an advocate
Environmental and educational influences

R*=.09, Adjusted R*=.07
F=4.12, p=.008

A1 127 208 012 13 .08 090 372 0.03 .12 .02 0.27 .788
30 339 <.000 025 .07 31 3.63 <.001 013 .06 .17 212 .036

.03 030 769 001 .09 .01 014 .889 0.04 .08 .04 0.53 .600

015 .05 .28 342 <.001 0.10 .04 .19 251 .013

029 .10 32 295 .004

013 .07 21 2.07 .040

R?=.17, Adjusted R*=.14
F=6.28, p<.001

R?=37, Adjusted R*=.34
F=12.14, p<.001

ref=reference; SE=standard error.
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