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Characteristics, Motivation of Choice and Childbirth Experience of
Women Who Selected Delivery at Midwifery Clinic
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Purpose: This study is descriptive research to identify characteristics and childbirth experience of women who se-
lected delivery with midwives. Methods: The research methods included structured questionnaires, open questions
and charts and data were collected from March 2009 to May 2010 at one midwifery clinic. The 108 data of primipara
and multipara were analyzed using descriptive statistics and grouping in same meaning. Results: The general
characteristics of participants were age of 31~35, housewife, college or university graduate, religion ‘yes’, and eco-
nomic state ‘middle’. The obstetric characteristics of participants were abortion rate of 23.1%, none complication
to pregnancy and delivery of 97.2%, and none postpartum complication. This study was analyzed using positive
experiences of 3 categories, that is ‘comfortable and natural childbirth’, ‘satisfaction and trust to personal care of
midwives’, and ‘experience of baby-and-family-centered childbirth’ and negative experiences of 3 categories, that
is ‘improvement of healthcare environment’, ‘insufficient facilities and nursing care’, and’burden of cost’. Conclusion:
This study is significant, since it investigates in the absence of domestic research on the characteristics of women
who delivered at midwifery clinic. Thus, this study provided basic data on the characteristics of women who delivered

at midwifery clinic.
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Table 1. Characteristics of Women on Delivery Choice and Experience with Midwife

(N=108)

Characteristics Categories n (%) Mean (Range)
Age of participant (year) 21~25 2(1.9)
26~30 26 (24.1)
31~35 58 (53.7)
36~40 19 (17.6)
41~45 3(2.8)
Age of spouse (year) 21~25 1(0.9)
26~30 9(8.3)
Fil=35 46 (42.6)
36~40 44 (40.7)
41~45 7(6.5)
>46 1(0.9)
Education level High school 11 (10.2)
College/university 87 (80.6)
= Graduate school 10 (9.3)
Religion Yes 69 (63.8)
None 36 (33.3)
Others 3(2.8)
Economic status High 3(2.8)
Middle 70 (64.8)
Low 35(32.4)
Occupation Housewife 64 (59.3)
Teacher 14 (13.0)
Professional 7(6.5)
Office worker 17 (15.7)
Others 7(6.5)
Spouse' occupation Teacher 12(11.1)
Professional 21(19.4)
Office worker 46 (42.6)
Others 29 (26.8)
Number of delivery 1 42 (38.9)
2 52 (48.1)
% 12 (11.1)
4 2(1.9)
Abortion Yes 23(21.3)
No 85(78.7)
Classification of abortion (n'=28) Spontaneous abortion 16 (57.1)
Elective abortion 12 (42.9)
Number of premature delivery (n=2) Yes 2(100.0)
No 0(0.0)
Complication during this pregnancy Yes 3(2.8)
No 105 (97.2)
Complication during this delivery Yes 3(2.8)
No 105 (97.2)
Complication after this delivery Yes 0(0.0)
No 108 (100.0)
Sex of baby Man 51 (47.2)
Female 57 (52.8)
Birth weight of baby (kg) <25 1(0.9) 3.29 (2.43~4.12)
25299 19 (17.6)
3.0~3.49 58 (53.7)
3.5~3.99 26 (24.1)
>4.0 4(3.7)
Apgar score of baby Over 8 108 (100.0)
Complication of baby Yes (jaundice) 6(5.6)
No 102 (94.4)

"Total frequency of abortion,

4 Korean Parent-Child Health Journal



Table 2. Motivation to Choice of Birth with Midwife (N=108)
Characteristics Categories n (%)
Reason to choice birth with midwife (n'=156) Don't want hospital delivery 78 (50.0)
Comfort 43 (27.0)
Together family 12(7.7)
Natural childbirth 6.9
Good midwife 5(3.2)
Respected mother and baby on childbirth 5(3.2)
Lower cost 3(1.9)
Success to breast-feeding 2(1.3)
Bonding with baby 1(0.6)
Good for mother and baby 1(0.6)
Path of Information to midwifery clinic Introduction of friends, relatives 59 (54.6)
Internet 25(23.2)
Mass media 9(8.3)
Midwife, nurse 5 (4.0)
Class of pregnant women 5 (4.6)
Meeting 3(2.8)
Book 2(1.9)
Previous type of delivery (n'=124) None 42(33.9)
Vaginal delivery 80 (64.5)
Cesarean section 2(1.6)
Previous place of delivery (n'=124) Midwifery clinic 60 (48.4)
Hospital 20 (16.1)
Home 2(1.6)
None 42 (33.9)
"Total frequency of repeated answer.
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Table 3. Experience of Childbirth on Midwife Clinic (N=103)
Characteristics Categories Subcategories n (%)
Positive Comfortable and Comfortable atmosphere 44 (19.2)

experience natural childbirth Natural childbirth 32(14.0)
No artificial management 22(9.6)
Move freely 8(3.5)
Peaceful childbirth 4(1.7)
Amazing experience 3(1.3)
No fear 2(0.9)

Satisfaction and trust to Delicate consideration of midwives 29(12.7)
personal care of midwives Satisfaction of delivery with midwives 16 (7.0)
Personal care of midwives 10 (4.4)
Satisfaction to professional education of midwives 8(3.5)
Don't care birthing women as a patient 3(1.3)
Experience of Delivery with family 19 (8.3)
baby-and-family-centered Birthing women and fetus centered childbirth 15 (6.6)
childbirth Stay with the baby 73.1)
Faster recovery of birthing women 4(1.7)
Promotion of bonding with baby 3(1.3)

Subtotal 229 (100.0)

Negative Improvement of healthcare Require to improve of environment 11 (18.6)

experience environment Discomfort to social prejudice 6(10.2)
Difficulty to far 5(8.5)
Anxiety about emergencies 36.1)
Low connection with hospital 3(5.1)

Insufficient facilities and Lack of public information about midwife clinic 16 (27.1)

nursing care Lack of midwife clinic 6(10.2)
Insufficient about nursing care 5(8.5)
Economic burden Burden of cost 2(3.4)
Impossibility to use of gounmam card 2(3.4)

Subtotal 59 (100.0)
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o tp2 97(Kang et al,, 2005; Kim, H. S., 2003; Lee,
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Lee, 2012). & A7ollA 4t 42 21.3%= S1=A=T,
KOSIS (2010)¢] 2009\ fruf-$-Ake] f-4R-2 25 5% = 2
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gho] 2JoiA]’ e} ‘A o]9lLt. ol thE AT (Kim,
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