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The Effect of Ethical Values on the Patient’s Personal Information
Protection of College Students Majoring in
Healthcare Administration
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Abstract This study was conducted to investigate 820 university students in C and G areas to analyze
the effects of ethical values of health administration major college students on the perception of patient
personal information protection and to present important basic data for the development of education
programs. The data were analyzed through SPSS/WIN 18.0 Program. As a result of analysis, the average
of personal information protection of college students majoring in health administration was low at 2.04
* 0.24, and ethical values were idealistic tendency 2.51 £ 0.32 points, and relativistic tendency was 2.34
* 0.34 points, which showed a high idealistic tendency. Ethical values were also significantly related
to idealistic ethics and relativistic ethics in terms of the level of awareness of patient personal
information protection and the perception of patient personal information protection exposure.
Therefore, in order to increase the protection of patients' personal information of university students
majoring in health administration, the correct ethical values should be established, and systematic and

continuous education is needed for this purpose.
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Table 1. Descriptive statistics ethical values and
perception fot protection of patient's
personal information (n = 820)
Variables Category M = SD
Ethical values 242 + 0.25
Idealism 2.51 £ 0.32
Relativism 2.34 £ 0.34
Perception for
protection of patient’s 2.04 + 0.24
personal information
Personal information 167 + 0.26

protection laws and
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regulations
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Table 2. Ethical values according to general Characteristics (n = 820)
Idealism Relativism
Variables Category
M + SD p—value M + SD p—value
Gender Male 3.75 £ 0.59 0.950 3.51 £ 0.56 0.084
Female 3.75 £+ 0.53 3.43 £ 0.47
School year first grade 3.67 £ 0.56 0.002 3.41 + 0.50 0.011
second grade 3.80 = 0.52 3.50 £ 0.47
third grade 3.71 £ 0.52 3.47 £ 0.51
fourth grade 3.95 £ 0.68 3.26 £ 0.61
Use of personal information No 3.76 £ 0.53 0.519 3.46 £ 0.50 0.706
Yes 3.73 £ 0.57 3.44 £ 0.50
Medical recoder code of ethics Know nothibg 3.67 £ 0.52 0.287 3.56 + 0.59 0.069
Unsure 3.73 £ 0.52 3.47 £ 0.48
Ordinary 3.74 £ 0.55 3.42 + 0.49
Well—informed 3.87 £ 0.55 3.54 £ 0.52
Very well aware 3.75 £ 0.64 3.27 £ 0.66
Personal information protection education No 3.72 £ 0.53 0.084 3.46 £ 0.51 0.531
Yes 3.78 + 0.56 3.44 £+ 0.49
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Table 3. Comparisons of perception for protection of patients’s personal information according to general
characteristics (n = 820)

Personal information protection laws Perception in exposure of patient’s

Variables Category and regulations personal information

M = SD p—value M = SD p—value

Gender Male 3.65 £ 0.96 0.262 3.17 £ 0.84 0.032
Female 3.58 £+ 0.80 3.03 £ 0.76

School year first grade 3.15 £ 0.76 < 0.001 3.06 £ 0.77 0.833
second grade 3.50 £ 0.79 3.06 £ 0.77
third grade 4.15 £ 0.68 3.07 £ 0.84
fourth grade 4.23 £ 0.66 3.18 £ 0.62

Use of personal information No 3.65 £ 0.83 0.019 3.08 + 0.79 0.643
Yes 3.50 £+ 0.88 3.06 £ 0.78

Medical recoder code of ethics Know nothibg 2.86 £ 1.12 < 0.001 3.23 £ 0.78 0.284
Unsure 3.31 £ 0.82 3.12 £ 0.80
Ordinary 3.67 £ 0.75 3.04 £ 0.77
Well—informed 4.27 £ 0.71 3.03 £ 0.71
Very well aware 4.30 £ 0.70 2.83 £ 0.81

Personal information protection No 3.40 + 0.84 < 0.001 3.09 £ 0.77 0.406
education Yes 3.84 £ 0.79 3.04 £ 0.79

Table 4. Correlation coefficients among perception for protrction of patient’s personal information ethical values

(n = 820)
Variables Perception for protection of patients  Personal nformaton yepigr, Relaivism
Perception for prgtection 'of patient’s 1
personal information
Personal information exposure —.148 1
Idealism 137 -.124" 1
Relativism .103™ -.116" 1747 1
#xp<(.01
Table 5. Related factors of perception for protection of patient’s personal information (n = 820)
Dependent Variables Independent Variables B SE B t p—value
Constant 2.400 .265 9.048 < 0.001
iII’]efl(’)cri;]J;ioglnfor protection of patient’s personal Idealism 191 055 199 3491 001
Relativism 139 .060 .082 2.338 .022
Adjusted R* = .025, F = 10.570, p < 0.001, Durbin—Watson = 1.413
Personal information exposure Constant 2.968 125 23.745 < 0.001
Idealism —.079 .026 -.107 —3.062 .002
Relativism —.078 .028 —.098 —2.783 .006

Adjusted R? = .025, F = 10.361, p < 0.001, Durbin—Watson = 1.800
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