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Ethical Values, Patients’ Health Information Protection Awareness and
Practice in Undergraduate Nursing Students
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'Undergraduate Student, Department of Nursing, College of Life Science and Natural Resources, Sunchon National University,
“Associate Professor, Department of Nursing, College of Life Science and Natural Resources,
Sunchon National University, Suncheon, Korea

Purpose: The purpose of this study is to examine the relationship among ethical values, patients’ health information protection
awareness and practice. Methods: This was a cross-sectional, correlational study. Participants were 186 nursing college students
who had experienced clinical practice. They were administered a structured questionnaire regarding demographic charac-
teristics, an ethical value scale, and a patients’ health information protection awareness and practice scale. Data were analyzed
using descriptive statistics and Pearson's correlation coefficients using SPSS 25.0. Results: The mean scores on ethical value,
patients’ health information protection awareness, and patients’ health information protection practice were 3.34£1.01,
4.35%0.49,and 4.28£0.68, respectively. Patients’ health information protection awareness was significantly positively correlated
with practice (r=.42, p<.001). Simple regression analysis revealed that patients’health information protection awareness was
responsible for 17.6% of the total variance in patients’ health information protection practice. Conclusion: Based on these resullts,
it is necessary to identify the various predictors of patients’ health information protection practice and to develop an effective
education program to improve patients’ health information protection awareness.
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Table 1. General Characteristics of the Participants (N=186)
Variables Categories n %

Sex Men 20 10.4
Women 166 89.6

Grade 3 60 323
4 126 67.7

Religion Have not 110 59.8
Christian 56 29.2

Buddhist 10 5.9

Catholic 8 42

Others 2 0.9

Periods of clinical practice (week) <4 56 30.5
4~7 4 2.1

8~16 35 18.8

=16 91 48.6

Experience of education about patients' health Have 170 90.8
information protection Have not 16 9.2
Place of patients' health information protection ~ School 72 424
education (n=170) Hospital for clinical practice 7 4.1

School and hospital for clinical practice 91 53.5




£

Zsrietaol @als JxE, IS Bso| st oAl W A 5

Table 2. Degree of Ethical Values (N=186)
Ethical values M £SD

1. If a hopeless patient refuses treatment, they will accept the patient's will and take no life support device. 3.51+1.10

2. When patients ask for euthanasia knowing that they have no chance of living, you should follow the patient's wishes. 3.49£1.09

3. If the patient's family want, you should stop the ventilator working for the unconscious patient who depends on the 3.68+1.10

ventilator.

4. Even patients without a chance to live, you should extend their lives in every possible way. 3.67+1.13

5. Resuscitation should be performed when a hopeless patient has a heart attack. 4.34£1.05

6. If there are newborns with severe birth defects that are unlikely to live, life support device should be takenin all possible ~ 4.20+1.06

ways.

7. The abortion is life threatening and should not be under any circumstances. 2.191+0.06

8. The abortion should be carried out in the case of unwed mothers who are incapable of respecting life but have no 342£1.12

parenting ability.

9. Even if you suspect a mistake in your doctor's or nurse's prescription, your doctor's instruction should be followed. 2.20+1.20
10. If time is limited, priority is given to rehabilitation patients rather than critically ill patients. 2.96+1.10
11. If the treatment is wrong but the patient has not had any bad results and it is a mistake | know only, | do not think it is 1.91£0.95

right to report it.
12. You should not the patient be given a placebo in any case. 3.08+1.16
13. If the patient has been on analgesics for two hours and has asked for it, and used other pain relief methods but it does 3.791+1.08
not help the patient, | think it is right to give a placebo.
14. The patient should follow the nurse's opinion, if the nurse's opinion does not agree with the patient's opinion during 2.721+0.96
caring.
15. You should inform of any medication or food information at any time if the patient desired. 4.27%0.78
16. Even when a patient speaks or acts very rudely, the nurse should be polite and give the best care. 3.74%£1.10
17. Patients who make too many demands are problem patients and should be avoided not to irritate. 2.74%+0.99
18. If the patient asks the medication, you do not explain it correctly if there is a risk of confusion by informing the patient. 2.22+0.93
19. If a nurse does not follow aseptic technique, | advise him/her immediately. 3.951+0.87
20. If your doctor or nurse asks you to change the contents of your nursing records, you may revise them. 2.841+0.98
21. If you see a nurse's mistake while you work, you pretend you don't know. 1.82+0.88
22.You recommend a friend if you are listed as a head nurse but if your friend is more qualified. 3.33+1.07
Total mean score 3.12+1.21

4.46+0.7949) %0l 9lch. B4} U TR} Betel
ABY T T B, BE, B gl 9|24 Sol
SHA gt = 3.974£1.048 0.2 71 Wk tH(Table 3).
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Table 3. Degree of Patients’ Health Information Protection Awareness and Practice (N=186)
Awareness Practice
M+SD M=+SD
1. When nursing students explain hospital admission procedures, they do it so that they are not heard ~ 4.17%+0.87 4.18£0.90
by other patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs members.
2. When nursing students participate in ward rounds, they do it so that conversations about patientsare ~ 4.01+0.86 4.05£0.95
not heard by other patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs members.
3. When nursing students inform patients of test results, they do it so that they are not heard by other ~ 4.01£0.89 4,08+0.91
patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs members.
4. When nursing students have a specific conversation with patients, they do so behind closed doors. 4.14+0.92 4.17£0.96
5. When nursing students explain discharge procedures, they do it so they are not heard by other 3.73+0.99 3.97+1.04
patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs members.
6. When nursing students call the name of a patient for sensitive inspection (such as venereal disease, ~ 4.09+0.96 4.2310.89
cancer or gene, etc.), they do it so that they are not heard by other patients, guardians, or unrelated
staffs members.
7.When nursing students communicate patient information to other posts or ward over the telephone, ~ 3.98%+0.86 4.10%+0.95
they do it so that they are not heard by other patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs members.
8. When nursing students talk with colleagues or doctors about medical examination and treatment, 4.18+0.82 4.22+0.96
they do it so that they are not heard by other patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs members.
9. Nursing students take care of patient information so itis not seen by others (such asvisitors, insurers ~ 4.07+0.82 4.18£0.90
or dealers in medical appliances, etc).
10. Expired records are not brought out of the units. 4.51%+0.75 4.38£0.85
11. When nursing students access the medical information system, they use a valid ID and PW. 4.52+0.77 4.43£0.89
12. Nursing students log out when they finish using the medical information system. 4.52+0.70 4.26£1.00
13. Nursing students own IDs and PWs are not known to anyone else. 4.6310.60 4.43£0.86
14. Medical records are not used for research/education without patient’s permissions. 4.581+0.65 4.30£0.90
15. Nursing students received education from nurse staff regarding patient privacy records protection. 4.57+0.64 4.4240.83
16. Hospitals including any organization other than the medical center the patient is treated in, obtain ~ 4.56£0.65 4.34%0.90
written permission when accessing private records.
17. Nursing students do not talk about patients in hallways or elevators of the hospital. 4.611+0.63 4.4510.84
18. Nursing students do not talk about patient-related information with colleagues in presence of other ~ 4.62£0.58 4.50£0.72
patients or visitors.
19. Nursing students do not talk about patients in their private life. 4.57+0.72 4.28+0.97
20. Nursing students do not give any patient privacy information to non-related persons over the 4.6110.62 4.4110.84
telephone.
21. Medical records in the units are not available to persons other than medical staffs members (suchas ~ 4.59%0.67 4.50£0.72
visitors, insurers or dealers in medical appliances, etc).
22. Patients notice board in the units containing patient records should not be accessible to persons 4.44%0.76 4.32+0.87
other than patients and medical staffs members (such as visitors, insurers or dealers in medical
appliances, etc).
23. Personal computers in the units are not used by persons other than medical staffs members (suchas ~ 4.53%+0.71 4.46£0.80
visitors, insurers or dealers in medical appliances, etc).
Total score 4.35%0.50 4.28+0.68
Table 4. Correlation among Ethical Values, Patients’ Health Information Protection Awareness and Practice (N=186)

Patients’ health information Patients’ health information
protection practice

Ethical values

protection awareness

Variables
r r r
(v () (v
Ethical values 1
Patients’ health information protection awareness —.01 1
(.902)
Patients’ health information protection practice .04 42 1

(.606) (<.001)
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Table 5. Factors Influencing Patients’ Health Information Protection Practice (N=186)
Variables B SE B t p

Constant 1.76 0.40 442 <.001

Patients’ health information protection awareness 0.58 0.09 0.43 6.37 <.001

Adj. R?=.176, F=40.62, p<.001
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