http://dx.doi.org/10.14400/JDPM.2013.11.11.479

22 MNAAHBE Fo) st 7+ ojstAe] ¢lAlz) A

215" MM AgAl”
OO0O— ) OL-_O ) OO -
Ayistm sty Stistm 2tsstny

Recognition and Performance of Patient Private Information
Protection (PPIP) in Nursing Students

Chang-Hee Kim', Sun-Young Jeong*, Yong-Shin Song**
Dept. of Nursing, Konyang University*
Dept. of Nursing, Chungnam Universityw

2 o & ATE WA gunse de Bedare] A ANAEE FHs] Sle ZAjelTols. Ak
Are. Zta sk 383 o8 ZAH LI Lee & Park (2005)0] 7fEdt AEAE shgL oz 2Asto] ARREFITE 2
= descriptive statistics, t-test, ANOVA, Pearson correlation coefficientsZ HA15}9ch E4 Ay} EH/‘(J‘X]—PJ 96. 1%0]
Aol SHL elolA] B4 QRIS et B8E Wekeut 1030]fe] wgo] 48.0%0]
5] gt QAHEE W 4139, AR W 3840l JoERE IALE AR
Aok 74 worch Sela volol ek elEE 4FES] Aolrk s, WeldHel 187 05
Al AR §5, HAuS Al 4 3G wSAl wel gAERE ARFE ztolrt it 1Azt AH9
AT doE At ol ARTATE A & ﬁ?«l A= %Vo A5 ot EdistES e Ex)

u

FR0f : SR, AuEE, 2k, 94, A7

Abstract In this research we surveyed level of textual recognition and of practice by nursing students
regarding patient privacy protection. The subjects were 383 nursing students. The questionnaire developed by
Lee and Park (2005) were modified and used. Data analysis was conducted through descriptive statistics, t-test,
ANOVA, and Pearson correlation coefficients. The result shows that about 96.1% of the subjects received
education on patient privacy protection in school or hospital but 48.0% of all received education of 10 minutes
or less. Average score for recognition of patient privacy protection was a 4.13 but average practice score was
3.84. Among all areas, communication tasks showed the highest scores for both recognition and practice. There
are differences according to grade in school and age of the subject, and experience with clinical practice,
existence of regular educational program embedded in clinical practice at hospitals, and the length of each
educational session. For both total score and score for every domain, there was a correlation between
recognition and practice. The conclusions drawn from this research will help colleges of nursing and hospitals
to design and develop contents of educational programs for nursing students.

Key Words : Patient Private Information, Information Protection, Nursing Students, Recognition, Performance

Received 19 August 2013, Revised 17 September 2013 © The Society of Digital Policy & Management. All rights
Accepted 20 November 2013 reserved. This is an open—access article distributed under the
Corresponding Author: Yong-Shin Song (Chungnam University) terms of the Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial
Email: yssong87@cnu..ac.kr License (http://creativecommons.otg/licenses/by-nc/3.0), which

permits unrestricted non-commercial use, distribution, and
reproduction in any medium, provided the original work is
ISSN: 1738-1916 properly cited.

The Journal of Digital Policy & Management | 479

Wwww.manare



@5t itk 871 YPsts S5 7)%
sk JFAsn AEF GRS 7Hsal A
v AgARs 2 NE Agust £ ove
FEE 5 Y AT B3PS Susha drHLl

w5 el ARRE AR Al Zep

oA & ¢lEle] WEE] ou JrH2l w=FS 1974
| W(the privacy Act of 1974)& #17g&}
HAFL 19909 3]s =vle] 7|24 A
BE AARAE Y} BEE ZElolAAE BEE)
BB SAZ(EU Directive on Privacy
Protection) & ¥HEAT 152 19939 A=ie] S|AE f
HAFe] MIBEES HES et =S FHd
&7 geoJste] Aol &b =)(Safe Harbor Principle)
Agate] SAF 222 JRIAE B ARME F5e)
2 3eH2][3]. =3 19969 AR E e 2 A<
| B3 W89 HIPPA (Health Insurance Portability
and Accountability Act)E #17g3te] SAgne} AAE
ZapolWA| B B HURAE ZFslsd 4l 5],
HIPPA7} 3325 o] $-of A% Security Ruleoll A= &
bz, RTIE, I F A3 o YA, HA A A
ok AbS WAIBELE ol mET A<l
of ARARE AT WA, AAH £ o]l
AR S Qla, ik A7EE] ol9)e] BHow Alg-g
ohd BhEA] g2 FoA S e & B E Ao 3
tHel.
Syl Y A10z9

4
v
[Kl
k)
S

>~

d

b mol

2

o

e
=

A 14 ¢

] A7) MR A7 A4H, 123 o5 A19%
o] ozl v F49F, o8y AlSx, 21F, 2%,
9 40x0] WEHH] 7/0] 8, AT/DH, AL
TA A, Bly/sr] 3 ool e HES Sl E4
AR KT HES 2011

o] 8 HE B3 gtk o] F
W 3¢9 209 AL, 2011
ATHE]. AR EFTHL ©
Zo din|ste] Belks Hatsfor s
< ul 2 497 Ak 2 AH

©

r e
(o]

lo
bl
)

]
3

ot
(o}
b
N
N
S
il
'S

el W NIRRTt 29 AR ol A% A}
A2 A3 Fsel e wRe ASHD AeHI]
o571 9E Thke AT BAASE wE S| 2
sha Areke Frtoltk, o819 FAASH WS Aol
QEsh AT, WK} BAstel AAEe] AR A
28 7187k 47 BelAa gtk oleld AAe neld
ul, Qdaka meA Al BA AR RS A AH S
2o AL o) AFE o) ek oA o
Fol7l BA} VAN S A e T2 gl Aol 9 )
B QR zgelA] AAAREE A28 8] 9
& 057140 2ol BAA gk e neb 2
& Sake Qo BANNIRE sk e
F gich BN H2ek A1) Fof o]}
f219)40] 2 29lo] 9 4 3tk 53 o7l
AFAEE INRRE A7 B THET] o]
o) 2713k FAIAo] Hlsto] Amuse] T Aeigte]

A4 BPAES dulstel DEsHgelA AT
B4 ANAARNT WHE ARG J1F glo] 445719l
o stael wheh chopabl AaE L gtk A4S
A B ANARE S &S Ak, B AR
uEd B BINE AHHES s, 0E
3§51 ololtD)E Felshs 98719l Ut 3
W, 84 AR NS S F)ole] BEE o] o

Eafo] Wie] WHE AAlek e 719

il

=T
2L vo
V=)
=

[

S ATl ES) 2ol AT Rofel )
EE 93 ARE 353 Psn QAW A5us 2
ofell A B2t NI BB o) ek w3 FH A nhd

& g vl AEolt.

A ARG RE Gl g APFATE AHEE TS
AH9IoF e AI0)e oides & AAAHERS
off Bk Q143 S ARE A77F SlaL, A sA
ot AdA EAE o AlZE 9ol gs 485t
7 JBARES Pge APF A1 I hE
Abeh st 2ARE S el ATllA FAE AR
AHBS ek 14} AL B o7 FARATt
e Aoz yeht ool [10], + AgelM AHE =

480 I The Journal of Digital Policy & Management 2013 Nov; 11(11): 479-490

Wwww.manare



Recognition and Performance of Patient Private Information Protection (PPIP) in Nursing Students

BRSO 3 9143} AAAEE spefgto 2 garal
FA Ul @A MABEES aS ZZ ) sk
493 7|z ARE AFstazt 4Lt

AT 54 W dAAGS BEe et
o] A} ARIAR RS gk 147} A J=F Thefs)
I ] fstelH, FAAQ 54 thg3 2t
D) raoigtd el gzl Q1R sol ek 127} 4
AQLE gfetsit]

2) tsuiEtA)e] Ay Edol wh2 3k} Q1R R
Sof] A3 147} AHNAHEE vhotgir

3) tauistAe] $x) QAA R Tl T3t 1A} 2]

2. A7 4d

2.1 A7 A

B ATE W PPaEe 298 asdee o
O FA AJFRE T wE Ao} dHYE
B Abate] AR A& R 2A oIt

2.2 A7 ohd

(http://www.softpedia. com/get/Science*CAD/
G-Power.shtmD) A 2= a=.05, 7143 power=.95,
a¥37] F=058 243} W 3k A3} 210 0] 23}
Ak A ARExRALY] SHEC] WE AoE oste
46045 wiF-std e 42557} 849l 3B3FE A}
SISt

2400 o)%

[e]
=)
A
=
fol

>~
2>
il
=
o
o

e
p

o o o
N
T H
g;mim
>~
L =
N R
¢ o

we Moo x@

)
9
rir
g9
o
q
>
&
o,
2,
X
e
M1 d
R
M
o3l
o

o
4
o
ro o
o
=
fot
o =
B
=
a0
w
o
A

2 L
=
o

r_)i rﬁ
=

i
-
o3l
— =

o
ox

o
il
T
©
o
oot
&
BN
o
%0
o
8
=

(o3

H
2
o o9

Me Mo
tjo

it

rlo

lo
B
my
ol
S

o L
(ot
>
ox
fuj
2
i
(o
o2l
[

Ho L o
o

E
o O
o
>,
i
k)
il
,
I,
N
‘Cb
=
o
R
Ho 4
o,
=

i
T
il
2
oK
st
AT

tlo
(1
>

o
N
o
b
>
B o

©

=3

o

&

o

)

i

e

il U%l_',

N 2

>

rTE

o
ot rio
M
o
X
1o

lo

>
=
(e}
rE

[
oo
fo rlr ag
N l'ﬂ i
e
rlr
Ay
(o
Mo
X
lo,

do 1o
fr
o kgﬂ
s
o &
= jo e
o
Z N o o
40 Hr 1

N[
=~ L

R R -
noo
>
2o
o
= o 0
N:_.
2
)
_(OrE
R
$o >,
&
éOE
£_>L
i

N
E—:
T

[e:0)
:é:lz‘z
iy
> o

o

= |
ot
o>“

} A 2 1D} PasswordE F-o19tal JoH
D9} PasswordE 44 F7](1d ghdH %
git], 23 A EIHAE Ao omAgn
H, AR IH A 51“}9] «]ﬁﬂiﬂ] 2oW 1
= AR R T B3 wgS WTHAE PEARs
Fx}o] T AR H T o J‘{rfl s % ‘?:L%UH 6 (FS
AP RO AP HE Sl [P (hEARE
WAL FS A A FRpe] B HE S]], 27TH
AR o] | mAnel], 209 L= o]
FAA R H2E 4 ‘R}% HY o2 o] &3tA ke
THE: 3kAte] o|m A
Fopd g AlH (s
-~

Y

m =
(e}

o L
O.t., rjg
%vﬂr

AN
ﬂﬁ
g

Nrﬁr

)
i
o

[oX

A
o,
rir
)
ot

o
N
N

}, oA}, e,

3 SHASTIRE: RS, 379 SRS B4
o %9 glo] SRR} HABA} Fol mplE o
o185 ST AE B JRARE x5
glol ol E71giAt wR s Sol nAR o ol g
a1 epri], 39 AR AR Ao O RAuE]
olt}.

=) ol
SEEER:

7
AQH

The Journal of Digital Policy & Management | 481

Wwww.manare



rlok
>
=
ro
0x
HT
Hr
fol
2
0
rol
™
fol
2
1o
0z
10
ro
1=
=
>
r

3 s B gy d Y 1858, JrAEYY 9F3 5 (Table 1) Characteristics of Participants(N=383)
Z PN 49, 9EFo R F3H o] vk Z E3-2 Likert Characteristics Categories n(%) (é\ﬁ))
54 HAx(1=Hs 2¥A ol 2=T0%A] oth 3=HFo] ) 19~23° 31901.1)
- . . 2155
o, 40, 5lg g ksl Ak e 0 2B B o
N - - 30~39 8(2.1) ’
=2 it} sl O Al A = Az A= RSN <R TN ') I 2 eyt e SR
% 9% 950 0 QAR AN 528 S DB SO
ok Al AASH =T AgeE Cronbach'sa Male 1144
=908, WA Z4 7o) 21 Cronbach's a=88001% _ Protestant - 117(30.5)
Religion Buddhist 41(10.7)
3, & AFN A= 217 Cronbach’s a=941, Cronbach’s Catholic 5017)
a=939°1 31 OO .11 - S 180d70)
Grade Sophomore 28(7.3)
Junior 252(65.8)
24 Xlgg g 3 "R} o semior 103269
AR 1S Yool FHEL AR @ AU Education in school ;(e)% %{1322?;)
Aol A kT Foll A B PHAFS A T T s T T 0y
Education in hospital
7E(8h3} o] Y 57 FEEHIZ FOTH B e e 000) e
- . - - Number of - _
th. 7t shue] 2sstabdds) At oA o183 ucational = WELD 258
o AP BolE A1, 20124 59 1045 E 319704 & Lsessions in hospital 471 oasy 0
" Ye 2(16.2
AT B AL o gd ATAZ MRS AF Lt BM) e o
A 2 o] SAOIA Q] BA W ARG Ay g e
331 A Fojoll Folg shalel] Aate] MUEINE o N UOBT) .cooeeeeeennee
Lol Regular program Yes 313(81.7)
3 LB N W08
Mean i 0~10 184(48.0)
ean time per _ on (e
2.5 AI2E2AM diH (1 §essio)n at hospital [13(1)~28 1(521:)(<1:)); g))
BaAel Awd 54 wEs REg BE g >0 136
HAx2 BAsga, oA EA e QAT AR * A typical range of age for undergraduate students in Korea
B ttestsh AR BAHRHS Abgate] wajspg 7O Peton method
o ololulx] BAFEA o ol3} % 0)o. AL ~ _ o
»—-D:L = JHHZ] RUSN AN ’Toﬂj\;l TI"%?J’ }'017]' A= 07T I?_]—X]—Q] 7H?Jzéy_5]_§_°ﬂ EHEH QE_Q} 9/]_“::17]101]}\1 o
Scheffé testE ¢85l AFEAA SIS A1 Q14 85 wre Ao| Qrti SE AL 77} 3687(96,1%)
AEo} AXAT Fad odd v|u:s Hytry) §5 _
<} 9’]’ e;do ] TEE, FG9% ]—“—L. ‘lo—'—",—“’]' T 3'/]' 383%‘(1000%)01%{11} 94)@_7]10]]}\1 %_‘% ﬂ%%]
Hap 9 i — = o]83lY
\__7(]' = Paired t test= ] Q) 0]’}\1\‘:} <%_% %%L)"\_E 7&_9/]7}_ 621:5(162%), ?J‘/}H% Zﬂ%'—o] 273

5 1
o} o g 7)ol AAlE w5 139 WA 10
3. g3t Zot oJUl7}F 1847 (48.0%) ©. 2 71 ok, 60%- o W&
whokthar 358k S-S 131(34%)°]Uth

El
3
(71.3%), ArZ2a9E F3 a5o] 313%(81.7%) 01
i=]
[e]

3.1 Haxte Ed

AT giaate] duta EA1L <Table 1>3 2t} ¥
TAHE 216/ AL, oJHAe] 3660 o= WA K.7%
2 ARSI Fur) e o] 18078(47.0%) 01
33hdo] 2521 (65.8%) 0.5 7Hd wolktl,

3.2 EXx} JeIMEES0f Chgt Q1A
A ARJIAE RS gk s dstAES] <
o} AHAEE= <Table 2>} 2t} & AXA L
T 5% whdol 41301811, F AT Ht
t 1

57 ko) 34 QAQAAH T

ic|
o N
ra
02
H'|

oft mx ol >

2

Y Hoox
I (>

482 | The Journal of Digital Policy & Management 2013 Nov; 11(11): 479-490

Wwww.manare



Recognition and Performance of Patient Private Information Protection (PPIP) in Nursing Students

o2 FosHA EITHP<000) SS9 AAAEI} 71 = B 189 ‘FA)

A AHALEE 4] F9ER AWRY AAAE  F& FAER oA FrHM=4T72) 0, F AR =
o FH#L GAAEEFANY ARATYAFA31F) & HAFE H AL 3 WY Hxu dgHo]g okl
FAol M 7 Ea, theo® AHNEAFE0H), o A e} A-RE YgE 3H FETHM=463) 0]t
ADT3844) ol AL S oAk FAEY AFAEI 7P 2 T 18 (M=4.46)0]
HA047) DAellM 7H Eoka, o Arpel oy F AR FuHSvE 2 B 199 854
3877), AARFENA), AANEAFG07) 0 BA2Hd Hd o) wieA] WdolA 2 As) Z D9}
2 e Passwordg AHE-8to] 21913 (M=4.34) ] ATt

(Table 2) Recognition and Performance of Patient Private Information Protection in Relation to
Subject (N=383)

No. Items Cognition  Performance
M(SD) M(SD)
1 When nurse students explain hospital admission procedures, they do it so that they are not 4.02(0.83) 3.66(0.91)
heard by other patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs.
2 When nurse students talk with patients, they do it so that they are not heard by other patients, 3.98(0.83) 3.62(0.95)
guardians, or unrelated staffs in a multi-bed room

3 When nurse students participate in ward rounds, they do it so that conversations about patients 3.76(0.84) 3.50(1.02)
are not heard by other patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs

4 ‘When nurse students inform patients of test results, they do it so that they are heard by other 3.96(0.85) 3.60(0.93)
patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs.

5 When nurse students have a specific talk with patients, they do so behind closed doors. 4.14(0.82) 3.66(1.00)

6 When nurse students explain discharge procedures, they do it so that they are not heard by 3.39(0.95) 3.42(0.97)
other patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs.

7 When nurse students call the name of a patient for sensitive inspection (such as venereal 4,08(0.83) 3.72(0.93)
disease, cancer or gene, etc.), they do it so that they are not heard by other patients, guardians,
or unrelated staffs.

Primary nursing 3.90(0.62)  3.60(0.74)

8 When nurse students communicate patient information to other posts or wards over the 3.85(0.82) 3.62(0.89)
telephone, they do it so that they are not heard by other patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs.

9 When nurse students change shifts, they report to their colleagues in a quiet tone so that patient 4.08(0.79) 3.86(0.90)
information is not heard by unrelated persons.

10 When nurse students communicate patient information to other posts (such as the operating 3.35(1.10) 3.64(0.88)
room, the department of radiology, or the inspection room, etc.), they communicate the minimum
patient information necessary for medical examination and treatment.

11 When nurse students talk with colleagues or doctors about medical examination and treatment, 4.10(0.78) 3.77(0.94)
they do it so that they are not heard by other patients, guardians, or unrelated staffs.

12 Nurse students take care of patient information so it is not seen by others (such as visitors, 3.83(0.78) 3.68(0.89)
insurers or dealers in medical appliances, etc.).

Patient referral activities 3.84(0.61)  3.71(0.71)

13 Patient records are safely disclosed only to directly-related medical staff. 4,04 (0.86) 3.82(0.88)

14  Expired records are not brought out of the units. 454(0.67) 4.14(0.94)

15  Medical records in the units are not available to persons other than medical staffs (such as  4.43(0.72) 4.19(0.83)
visitors, insurers or dealers in medical appliances, etc.).

16 Patient notice board in the units containing patient records should not be accessible to persons  4.12(0.89) 4,04(0.89)
other than patients and medical staffs (such as visitors, insurers or dealers in medical
appliances, etc.).

17 Personal computers in the units are not used by persons other than medical staffs (such as  4.49(0.68) 4.23(0.83)
visitors, insurers or dealers in medical appliances, etc.)
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(Table 2) Recognition and Performance of Patient Private Information Protection in Relation to
Subject (Continued)(N=383)

No. Items Cognition  Performance
M(SD) M(SD)
18 Medical records are managed and not lost. 472(0.58) 4.46(0.72
19  When nurse students access the medical information system, they use valid ID and PW. 402(0 67) 4.34(0.88
20  Nurse students log out when they finish using the medical information system. 0.75) 3.86(1.18
21 Nurse students are able to get valid ID and PW when beginning their clinical practice. 3.74(1.07) 3.11(1.34

22 Nurse students’ own ID and PW are not known to anyone else. 0.63) 4.05(1.04

23 Medical records are not used for education without patients’ permissions. 3.93(0.93) 363(1.13
24 Medical records are not used for research without patients’ permissions. 4.15(0.85) 3.71(1.05
25 Nurse students received education regarding patient medical records protection. 4.11(0.82) 4.07(0.90

26 Nurse students received education from nurse staff regarding patient privacy records protection.  4.13(0.76) 3.86(0.98

)

)
36( )
( )
48( )
( )
( )
( )
( )
( )

27 Hospitals, including any organization other than the medical center the patient is treated in,  4.15(0.73) 344(1.11
obtain written permissions when accessing private records.

28 Hospitals obtain written permissions when requesting the transfer of a patient to another medical 4.09(0.82) 3.55(1.05)

center.
29 Nurse students usually access the patient information within reasonable limits. 08(0.83) 4.08(0.93)
30  When patients want to see their medical records they can access them. 387(0 9%5) 3.15(1.06)
Patients information 4.31(050)  3.87(0.55)
31 Nurse students do not talk about patients in hallways or elevators of the hospital. 46?(() 63) 4.14(0.93)
32 Nurse students do not talk about patient-related information with colleagues in presence of other 58(0.63) 4.16(0.93)

patients or visitors.

33 Nurse students do not talk about patients in their private life. 4.41(0.76) 3.73(1.05)

34 Nurse students do not give any patient privacy information to non-related persons over the 4.53(0.63) 4.22(0.82)
telephone.

35  Nurse students do not give any patient information (such as room number, diagnosis etc.) to 3.84(0.91) 3.86(0.97)
visitors.

36  Nurse students do not give any patient information to other departments not related to the 4.2000.77) 4.04(0.81)
patient even upon a request.

37  Nurse students do not give any patient information to insurance companies or medical-related 451(0.67) 4.29(0.82)
companies for their marketing purposes unless given a permission from the patient.
38 Nurse students do not give any patient information to care givers without permission. 3.75(1.02) 3.83(0.95)
39  Nurse students do not talk about patient information with their colleagues simply out of  4.38(0.72) 4.07(0.98)
curiosity.
Private conversation 4.31(0.50) 4.04(0.62)
Total 4.13(0.44) 3.84(0.52)
3.3 YHtA EMoj| U2 olAD} AMNE dl 30t) 25o] 10tH, 200) 2w wuk AHAE=TE ol st
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A3 37 Ao ol AAE = olAARE s wp FUH Al 13 Ao whe} o] d 2fo] 7} gl
98 Ajo|7} ¢lar, B3] 383} 48hdo] 28hde] A AAR KBS O HE wHE WA 43] o] W
s Q1A AET} =4 UERT (p<.001) ATk FEE Fe] 33] oz Witk SHEI OF
ZEEbge] Qubd EAo] e kA AR RE  Boh ARAFETL =3%aL A A M At wsEe
o A3t AHAHEE <Table 4>9} 2t mgﬂiej of  ¥o] glrhal $EE 1Fe] 1A ¢k IR A
)= b=k =gk gdolA v wsA|gko] 13

o] AAYEE ool et fold Aok Yt AAE

484 | The Journal of Digital Policy & Management 2013 Nov; 11(11): 479-490

Wwww.manare



Recognition and Performance of Patient Private Information Protection (PPIP) in Nursing Students

(Table 3) Differences in the Level of Recognition of Patient Private Information Protection in Relation

to Subject Characteristics(N=383)

Recognition
Cha;rtaizieﬁs Categories Primary nursing Patient Referral Activities  Patient Information Private Conversation ol
M(SD)  tF D M(@SD)  ¢F P M(@SD)  ¢F P M(@SD)  ¢F P M(SD)  tF P
19~23 390061 137 254 384061 97 3719 431050 69 503 4310500 69 503 4.14(043) 1.20 .302
Age (yr.) 4~29  385(0.70) 3.75(0.64) 4.25(057) 4.25(057) 4,08(0.50)
30~39  425(072) 410(0.62) 449(0.72) 4.25(0.57) 4.36(0.53)
Male 383079 -048 631 392071 59 553 445(044) 1146 252 445(044) 1146 252 4.23(041) -.09 926
Gender Female  3.90(061) 3.84(061) 430(051) 430(051) 413(0.44)
Protestant  387(055) 66 575 376(061) 156 199 424049 369 012 424049 369 012 408041) 291 034
Buddhist ~ 4.02(065) 3.98(0.67) 4.49(042) 4.49(042) 4.28(0.39)
Religion
Catholic ~ 3.86(068) 3.84(059) 420(0.64) 420(0.64) 4.06(0.54)
Atheiest  3.91(0.64) 3.87(0.61) 4.35(0.49) 4.35(0.49) 4.16(0.43)
Sophomore’  356(064) 7.12 001 377(063) 22 801 40200660 537 005 4020066) 537 005 387(058) 719 001
Grade Junior”  3.83(0.63) a<b  3.84(0.65) 432(051) a<h  4.32(051) a<bh  413(044) a<bh
Senior” 4.04(0.55) a<c 3.86(0.53) 4.37(0.42) a<c 4.37(0.42) a<c 4.22(0.36) a<c
Education m  Yes 391062) 114 255 385062 139 165 4320500 83 405 432050) 83 405 414044) 126 207
school No 3720057) 363(049) 421(055) 421(055) 4,00(0.46)
Education in 1-3 380(062) -57 569 384061 -00 1000 43105D) 08 93 431051 08 936 413044 -9 343
hospital
(1 session) >4 394(064) 384(063) 431(049) 431(049) 418(0.42)
Regular  havenot  39006) 14 8% 385061 39 69 43005) -106 202 43005) -106 202 413044) 62 53
program have  391(0.65) 3.82(062) 4.37(0.48) 4.37(0.48) 417(0.44)
Mean time 0-10 383(060) 243 065 385064) 72 539 4270052 130 274 4270052) 130 274 411(043) 138 249
per 11-30 3.96(0.57) 3.88(0.54) 4.37(0.48) 4.37(0.48) 4.18(0.41)
1 session at
hospital 31-60 395087 3.79(0.65) 4.36(052) 4.36(052) 4.16(0.48)
(minute) >80 390(062) 365(0.76) 417054 431(054) 395(0.49)
a, b, ¢ * Scheffé test
30~60%ol 2kl §He Lol 10% ol dtaL S 3.4 BIXt JQAUEEE SO CHEt QlAlar HMHH
JERT ARAPET =9k TO| AFEFEHA|
oAl & AR Beag A A agTe A2 AR RR T A3 2 2] gHE
L ek IS A 15T S Aol et 91 2 wage Avke <Table 5>9 2k 474 998 A4
o7k itk A5y Al W glell At wEZRIF] 9l cg yygne nE gos AR} ge Ao
e el %A @ AERd AR geneaon. 3 Qa4EE A9 delelAe
=9kt 3 H oA whe wgA7ho] 139 30~60+ AAAE, AR gT g AHAAL JAAEAT o
ofgfal SHI 1ol 10w oMIRAHAL SHI TFETY o mman w2 AT =4 o|}0T FEE o
A= =3 o] gBAAT Y
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(Table 4) Differences in the Level of Performance of Patient Private Information Protection in
Relation to Subject Characteristics(N=383)

Performance
Character . . A i X A o B B . - Total
istics Categories Primary nursing Patient Referral Activities  Patient Information Private Conversation
M©SD) tF p  MESD)  UF  p MGSD) tF p  MSD) tF p  MGSD) tF p
19~23  357(073) 498 007 3700070) 263 074 3860050 68 506 402062 317 043 38305) 277 064
Age (yr)  24~20 365085 a<c 3720074) 3.96(0.64) 4.20(0.60) 393(051)
30~39°  439(044) b<c 4280.73) 4020.79) 4.49(0.39) 423(054)
Cend Male 358085 -09 926 393(063) 120 197 4060056 141 158 419063) 103 306 399057 118 240
T Female  3600073) 37000.71) 387(055) 403(062) 383(052)
Protestant 355(065) 93 425 368068 .24 868  380056) 49 600 403059 .18 909 384050 .36 780
Relie Buddhist  3.77(0.76) 360(0.76) 3.94(0.60) 407(0067) 3.90(055)
SO Catholic 362(079) 37700.72) 390(059) 409(0.70) 388(058)
Atheiest  35(0.79) 373(0.71) 384(0.53) 4020062) 382(051)
Sophomore 365(056) 116 316 374064 29 750 38100489 89 413 390063) 342 034 379045 159 .206
Grade Junior  356(0.74) 3.70(0.70) 3.86(059) 400(062) 381(053)
Senior  368(0.77) 3.75(0.74) 3.93(050) 417(062) 392(050)
Education in ~ Yes 350075 -52 609 371071 .19 852 387055) -00 99 403062 -103 305 384052 -36 738
school” No  366(045) 368(051) 387(0.53) 420061) 389(0.44)
S ey
E}fuc‘?ttl“]?*m 1-3 3590.74) -18 859 370(071) -9 343 3.84(056) “445 015 4030063 -8 411 382053 -163 .14
ospital
(1 session) >4 361072 319(068) 402(0.48) 4.09(0.60) 3.93(0.46)
Regular  have not 357(074) -156 119 363071 -193 054 384056) -264 009 402062 -116 249 381052 -235 .019
program have  3.72(0.75) 3.86(0.66) 4.03(050) 412(064) 397(051)
Mean time  0-10'  3520072) 207 .104 3640700 121 306 376055 756 000 399063 208 102 375051 442 005
per 11-30°  36600.73) 373(0.68) 3.920052) a<c  403(061) 88(0.50)
Lsession gy g 3a3081) 37700.77) 413053) 4210057) 4010053)
at hospital
(minute) >60"  3.96(0.62) 382(0.69) 3.93(0.55) 403(0.70) 3.94(0.55)
a, b, ¢, d : Scheffé test
(Table 5) Correlation between Recognition and 4, 1 &
Performance(N=383)
1Ct(')m3(> Recognition 2 AFE A AJARRET g 7Fagistaye]
-lation(r ¥ ¥ ¥ * g o
PN R M o b 194 ws} AAAES Foly, ahetge] 4o
P Ao} HHAHEE Thotsl] Fo2H 3kt 719l
e _ o e
r g T2 JfRtel=d 223 A8 E A
f -
o A E=3H
r - =
m kA 3831 2] #A) IR B E o gk <l
ﬁ F HTS 413468 TH)eE k}%fﬂ, 0]
c EAETE o) gatel DEAL 20YS PO
o] LSt o]} vH9]e] 41148 7} FAMF AL, 2
sk p <001 - -
. . O =R T2 9053 o) 0k s
* PN Primary Nursing area, t R] Related Job area & SAETE el Bed o Fefste] o]
* IM  Information Management area A 35S FAFSE AT A10]Y] 4398 KT G
* CA Communication Area, TS Total Score . _
A5Gt W5 A4 Ee] % Bito] 44 o olwt &
A AQIAREE ARE A7) AL AEAapo] ohyzt
A4 Algo| Bz QAAA L7} 5] HnE A uls A

486 I The Journal of Digital Policy & Management 2013 Nov; 11(11): 479-490

Wwww.manare



Recognition and Performance of Patient Private Information Protection (PPIP) in Nursing Students

oI} u}

?:;l,

gde = 2004 d AL

A

il

ol 7}

of &

o] BARR T

L
L

ud, BsA}

S} SIAAEYT o] b el heht kAl ol

ATA {99k LA

HE 499 550 Bte) o

g

ax

#A7h Aple) o

e AnE A}

L
)

SARRS deto] uSdrt

SR RERICE R

W @

P % e $a5A

Astst 9

te] HojE

BE

==

H

?l_

CEL S

=}
L

1oie e SR

9

iy

(e}

A} 4741 Q1

e

g 3t

A AAAERZ ]

s

Ao 2 20120 FA}

3

SFA
s}

Aol 1elu 7+

g8y &

A, B B gle

= v 1 v

ths}

o]

Al
=

3]
il

£ %87 3o} kst ol

H

A

Finol A 8t 7))

8]

315, 3738 o2 e 1Fe

=

o]
N

[l
o

F5Ake] 570]

t:yl,

F o]

a9} o] 7] 9ol

A

Ao 32 QIR B Sl g

13
S}

5o

&}
S}

o] 3348 o2 7taA} thAF AH9]¢]

3409tk 94 o F A7} 8doleh Ak

719] Ao)7}

54 v

o}J

R

wmo

Mo

F 1S

THS

of gt

%
N
N

o

L
L

FARE Ao AlgdY 2y B AFdA

9

AE

s}
o}

ol 7 A et sAL B A9l SRR

el

at7] ojg e Al

A=} )
DR

& A}, 30t7E 100y 20020k 2]

By alz)uole] sol sAe}

EREREL

=4 depged, ol 3t

7

ey, A

3]
<

ohahE 54 ggolok
Azl 2] Bt

3}

€

e

It} o) 57]eel| A 43]

O

¢+

ol

N
e

™
o

oy
~L

1
S}

3|
4

Foy s} 7ol

2 34 golok
%2t

-E-ol7] o

s

i

PAS

Sl v

A

L
L

]

<

Br} B R

=
]

=i

T1550] 33] olgtetar &

o

N
-
ol
oln

il

oA o] ozl uFo] 137 0 ~60EIUT 5ol

o=zl

tE 32, 1azh 34 gle

Al

beps) o] 27

3]
<

afjoF

oAt Al f-eut j5d

3]

3717k ofel Wgol

o Athz 3y

p=}
RN

SECR

2

The Journal of Digital Policy & Management | 487

Wwww.manare




SR NQIHEE SO ChEt ZhSCHsol Qlalat MM

e
w
L
>
fo,
IS
L
)
=
)
)
fol
=
o
o
o
o
=
ox
(o
fitl
BN

e e Qagme]  Hitur Augue &
A, SmslRld B AAARES L Bite] il Ueht A shgEe] EA BRES

3 S DR AAARE W] 91 WAl sk & A1
@ S 1% Uehdth oHd 2 o sk gel® Bst, Adsk 94 e

o oW 35 AR A & ofnlehy] wiiel F5ol=

SIS BASHERALRS FHo] B A2 o) ool BEojstde dow B3 AR RE 49
& JRARuE PBone] HY Wrekm stk & o) 9FAAS BAY ATE Fob £ gtk ADe
B5el JRARRE FUS FS] Astel AR A Aol wel] 2Aste] BeARASE AYARAE U
ARWE Wl Aslolel Puh WKL WE S O JYRANNT YFILT dotsun AmE AT

ol r1o
2
rlo
=
ro,
o,
it
2

=
¥ b g A Qe o) i, e S, A2
FAMole & & glek et A9IEA, 2 BARRe] dEelw
v g FAZ SedA A7) 9 ARE Aslolee] wAd] QY TRAe) nE A
2 x R S DB ARER S ERE-
Ag7)He) Sl Aol BwalA gena (148 A¥aaA & AT50] AT AR 9ol

HEE 3, A7) 791 AgEe] Al

SR 100%7F HelA] 22 AMJAAREE WS A 7|diEE HEA Ade] 34 HES YAsh, 3
S woktha gEgte 2a HdoA AFSAAE tigk 5 AdTe] slolA ArE FelEn e, A
2 AMJABHES wo] AAS} Hojrh= ZeR 5 & ns FARIEe] A7t A EAE vEL o] Al
doh e SHARY 7T1.3%7F MU RRE] AAE(S 7P 847} 9] o B 9l IS F= AR
AR2)E AT, 81.7%7F AFA e LgsE 22 4eA] JuH13] webd &% agehle gaes g
I3 et 3 AAE B ow) FZo] s Age] Ao JIRIARE BuehA] ekoks u o dE = AluEle
olFolA = omr|HEC] FAFe] JJIAR BT E & E o|&dY fAF Akl SHellE E8-3 WSS B
=8I S &k o]E 20119 9€ 30U BE ElE g0l J3S T, Ag Hu) ukgy) ke who
A AR RS He] IRy ub| A T 2 F3F S 51U ¢ dE deks Asta, od
712 HAZ Aol Rudide] S, afAEFE ol 89150l AuTE 222 A RIFHESE &
Ao Ag T MAARRSE 93 B A4 WES AR F e ARE deFo] FARES S3AZ
Eghetal gl7] wWlE2] AFAS #Eete WAl L F e WS ZRINE vpEgthd hE s #x)
& A9 gddold Yol J3S F= AR JRIARES HHALE moluy 7|9 oz A7t
FZE a2y gl B 189 w§AIgte] 108 d)
ojjQl -7t 480%= R, o] AlREE #A} ) B ATE 5| # A AL R st dx =
JRKES WS o T84, VIRIAERES g golHA] BEdE SHETIE §lo] 20061 (FSALE
7 IS A Agsle dioe g 58 Alzte] o R sk EE AMT o R 0119 o] ¢ HE
ofx F% gtue} o5 7|Tho] Zhxte] WA Aol H /AJIAEEIHY UES A5 ukdsk] Rasite
9= WSS A of=sle] AA WS AAY  AdHe] la, SHENA ATE FA AUAAREE
Za7t Ak WS Eo] of = WIEA T o -804 A

B Aol M= 12T} Aol BE goelA Ao o Ao ZARHA o} SR gtk AAL 3]l
HHAE B 82 NIRRT B3 Qo] =& AFHo] ot 2y AAf FE k] obd Y A
Aol AAE & & Aojehs ASFS & = Utk 1 o Rxd 3dAe} 494 NS BRFE Ot

488 | The Journal of Digital Policy & Management 2013 Nov; 11(11): 479-490

Wwww.manare




Recognition and Performance of Patient Private Information Protection (PPIP) in Nursing Students

5. 22 ¥ M

B A7 32 /AR R S gEk ke e]
A=} AAAES otste] digta WA A
A5E e A WS Ego] HE ARE A
Fetual Y el ATl agshE ]
A== 58 Tl 4138 02 =2 Ho1l sHA|%k4
Aol mA]=] Fgk FIE vhr FHEEo] $xto) AIA

£ 133 Y8 7T AES ddatA dAEA
2alal 9leS & ¢ ek tEs e A=
T34 R AR Ygkth Ty 2004 o
ZALeE A7) giEh e (ksAle] ARt e AFE
Hof 259k BRe ejnr|he] EAe] NAAEESE
A&l =33 Ayt wkdE Ao 23 5= ik
soigtge] XA EE S RA YT A9 7t
& =A, AAFT AglA 7P A VR, A3
T AR EGGolA 71 = AN T GG
A 7P G e 3 S Eo] AGE A S5
sk el a AHe A 3= FAHoE A=
g Faro] gk

ul’dzke] 54 oA 3shd ) 43hd, 300 A, B
ol A 43] o] &S W T HolA 130 302 ~60
BBt WSS e o] G w2} A

oo ATANE B thga} go] Atz

P
2
)
fols
)
18
=
>
ot
X
=
0,
o,
=
=
fo
3
=
o
ro
1>
o

d 7] S8 AAlz o=
ol A of® no] o] FolA AL Yl=A], Bk 0w

gk

A, ol o] Fol A B NN T B
det SIS} EAtel = we 2AEaL, Yelt
o Gelstel waHolm FHHA Qe WHUFS )
& A% Adgh

2
&

.

REFERENCES

[1] H J. Lee, Problems and solutions of personal
information protection in the medical area. Korean
Journal of Medicine and Law, Vol. 20, No. 2, pp.
267-293, 2012.

[2] H N. You, H. J. Kim, J. S. Lee, T. S. Park, & M.
S. Jun, Analysis on domestic and foreign privacy
information acts to suggest directions for
developing Korean Privacy Information Protection
Act. Journa of the Korea Institute of Information
Security and Cryptology, Vol. 22, No. 5 pp.
1091-1102, 2012.

[3] U. S. Department Commerce US-EU Safe Harbor
Overview. Retrieved October 2, 2012,
http://export.gov/safeharbor/eu/eg_main_
018476.asp, 2012, April 26.

[4] P. Kerr, Protecting patient information in an

from

electronic age: A sacred trust. Urologic Nursing,
Vol. 29, No. 5, pp. 315-319, 2009.

[6] M. S. Rossi, New security regulations aimed at
protecting patient information. New York State
Dental Journal, Vol. 71, No. 1, pp. 6-7, 2005.

[6] U. S. Department of Health and Human Services
Summary of the HIPPA Privacy Rule, Retrieved
August 7, 2012, from http://www.hhs.gov/oct/privacy/
hipaa/understanding/summary/, 2002, August 14.

[7] H ] Jeong, & N. H Kim, Health and Medical
Information Protecting System. Korea Institute of
Information Security and Cryptology, 19, No. 1, pp.
125-133, 2000.

The Journal of Digital Policy & Management | 489

Wwww.manare



BIRF HQIMEE S0 ThEt ZEETHEHYOl QIAmt MH

[8] Ministry of Public Administration and Security,
Guideline for privacy information protection. Seoul.
2012.

[91 M. Y. Lee, & Y. L Park, A study on the nurse’s
perception and performance of protecting patient
privacy. Clinical Nursing Research, Vol. 11, No. 1,
pp. 7-20, 2005.

[10] K. L Jung, & H. Y. Jung, A study on the student
nurse’s perception and performance protecting
behavior for the patient medical information. The
Korean Journal of Health Service Management, Vol.
5, No. 4, pp. 65-79, 2011.

[11] L H. Lee, A. M. Shin, C. S. Son, S. Y. park, H. J.
park, & K I Yoon, et al. Understanding the
behavior of physical therapies an occupational
therapies in protecting patient’s medical information
—an application of the theory planned behavior. The
Journal Korean Society of Physical Therapy, Vol
22, No. 2, pp. 5560, 2010.

[12] S. M. Kim,, J. Y. Park, & C. H. Han, Influential
factors on rehabilitation exercise practice in elderly
limited activities of daily-living: An analysis based
on the theory of planned behavior. Journal of the
Korea Contents Association, Vol. 10, No. 3, pp.
271-281, 2010.

[13] H. S. Jung, M. Y. Gee, J. W. Koo, & W. G. Jhang,
Analysis of the use of personal protective
equipment based on the theory of planned behavior.
The Journal of Korean Community Nursing, Vol.
14, No. 4, pp. 8. 2003.

[14] J. S. Noh, B. H. Lee, S. Y. Bae, H. S. Park, S. Y.
Ryu, & J. Park, Analysis radiology students’
behavior in wearing radiation protection equipment—
based on the theory of planned behavior. Journal of
the Korea Contents Association, Vol. 11, No. 9, pp.
443-452, 2011.

71 & 3](Kim, Chang Hee)

- 19879 290 © AAfetaL 7k st
B

<2006 29 - Akl ke st
EEL AN

- 2012 9L ~&A) - Aggtar 7t
S8k}

-g Rl e, AE

- E-Mail : nursech@konyang.ac.kr

fols

A A 9(Jeong, Sun-Young)

- 1994 24 ol 7%
Systa7hEsh

- 20114 8¢ : olFxjEtal 7k
Syt s

01243 9¥~aA) ¢ At 7+
%8} Zwe

i

L gHRok Pk, QEAE
il : jsy@konyang.ac.kr

1991 22 ¢ Fyhiota kel

(REE3PAY
L2002 29 Fejsta ks

(k53D

130 38 ~BA : S 3
o} R

Lo} WS, B

- E-Malil : yssong87@cnu.ac.kr

490 | The Journal of Digital Policy & Management 2013 Nov; 11(11): 479-490

Wwww.manare




<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /All
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Warning
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJDFFile false
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /ColorConversionStrategy /LeaveColorUnchanged
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments false
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName (http://www.color.org)
  /PDFXTrapped /Unknown

  /Description <<
    /FRA <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create PDF documents with higher image resolution for improved printing quality. The PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Reader 5.0 and later.)
    /JPN <FEFF3053306e8a2d5b9a306f30019ad889e350cf5ea6753b50cf3092542b308000200050004400460020658766f830924f5c62103059308b3068304d306b4f7f75283057307e30593002537052376642306e753b8cea3092670059279650306b4fdd306430533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103057305f00200050004400460020658766f8306f0020004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d30678868793a3067304d307e30593002>
    /DEU <>
    /PTB <>
    /DAN <>
    /NLD <>
    /ESP <>
    /SUO <>
    /ITA <>
    /NOR <>
    /SVE <>
    /KOR <FEFFd5a5c0c1b41c0020c778c1c40020d488c9c8c7440020c5bbae300020c704d5740020ace0d574c0c1b3c4c7580020c774bbf8c9c0b97c0020c0acc6a9d558c5ec00200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020b9ccb4e4b824ba740020c7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c2edc2dcc624002e0020c7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020b9ccb4e000200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe7f6e521b5efa76840020005000440046002065876863ff0c5c065305542b66f49ad8768456fe50cf52068fa87387ff0c4ee563d09ad8625353708d2891cf30028be5002000500044004600206587686353ef4ee54f7f752800200020004100630072006f00620061007400204e0e002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020548c66f49ad87248672c62535f003002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d5b9a5efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef65305542b8f039ad876845f7150cf89e367905ea6ff0c4fbf65bc63d066075217537054c18cea3002005000440046002065874ef653ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000520065006100640065007200200035002e0030002053ca66f465b07248672c4f86958b555f3002>
  >>
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice


