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1000 obstetrics facilities, randomly selected from 3400 domestic facilities (large

hospitals, small sospitals and maternity centers) were asked for ther permission and cooperation in condu
ctiong the study.
154 facilities were concented to participate in the study and a total of 1797 midwives belonging to them w
ere informmed of the survey. As a result, 54.0% of the midwives (n=971) returned the questionair and 928 v
alid responses (51.6%) which responed the 41 items of MCCM Scale fully.
The valid responses were classified into two groups for analyses, one is the group of mentor-experienced m
idwives in the period of student midwives® clinical training and the other is the group of non-mentor-expe
rienced midwives. In the former group (n=381), the MCCM Score was signinficantly higher and also significa
ntly higher at the score of "competency as a professional™, "competency as an educator™” and "personal cha
racteristics” than those of non-mentor-experienced midwives® group (n=521).
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