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Exploring midwives’ experiences of implementing the
Labour Hopscotch Framework: A midwifery innovation
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ABSTRACT

INTRODUCTION Midwives are ideally placed to promote physiological birth and improve
women'’s birth experiences. Freedom of movement in labor is highly recommended as ) o
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students and newly qualified midwives’ confidence to provide women with tangible, Received: 8 November 2021
supportive assistance during labor and increased partners’ involvement in the labor process. Revised: 17 December 2021
CONCLUSIONS Labour Hopscotch Framework should be more widely promoted to all Accepted: 24 January 2022

women attending the hospital for maternity care and a clear explanation of each step
given and demonstrated to increase women'’s understanding of the steps within. Labour
Hopscotch training should be included in midwifery education programs.
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INTRODUCTION

Midwives are passionate about making a difference for women, empowering them through
education and supporting them to realize their plans for birth'. To support women to
achieve a positive childbirth experience, the World Health Organization recommends
mobilizing and upright positions during labor, supportive birth partners, and a kind and
competent caregiver?. Freedom of movement is of central importance to many birthing
women®*® and highly recommended?®”. Flexible sacrum birthing positions can reduce the
duration of the first stage of labor® and the second stage of labor®#, as well as reducing
interventions such as severe perineal trauma, operative vaginal birth, caesarean section,
and episiotomy?. Midwifery support through encouragement of freedom of movement is
an integral aspect of midwifery care during labor®*°, as a lack of knowledge among women
regarding the use of non-supine positions, and its effect on physiological birth, has been
noted by midwives in the Dutch study of Thompson et al.%. Alternative therapies and non-
pharmacological methods of pain relief are an integral aspect of midwifery support for
physiological birth”*°.
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Only by working with midwifery knowledge/evidence
base can midwives support physiological birth and achieve
the recommendations of the WHO 20182 guideline for
positive birth. In 2018, the national rate of caesarean
section in Ireland was 31.2% from a total of 61655 births**.
In response to the increased numbers of interventions
reported, particularly epidural rates which were 57%?*? at
the time, senior midwifery management in the research site
encouraged midwifery practitioners to consider developing
innovations that could reduce rates of interventions
and facilitate normal physiological birth for women.
Subsequently one of the community midwives designed and
produced a visual framework entitled ‘Labour Hopscotch
Framework’ (LHF) that is intended to inform and empower
women and their birth partners about measures/steps that
could facilitate a physiological birth.

Details are available about the LHF in all the antenatal
care options (clinics) and midwives inform women and
their birthing partners about the framework at the booking
appointment. LHF is incorporated into antenatal education
classes with the intention of enabling women to prepare
mentally and physically for labor. This is important as it means
women can practice with their birthing partners and learn
about the use of the robozzo scarf, breathing techniques,
lunges, and squats all of which are important for active birth. In
addition, education and training sessions have been provided
to midwifery and other members of the multidisciplinary team
about the LHF. Following the implementation of the LHF in
20186, a decision was made to conduct an output evaluation
of the Labour hopscotch framework in 2017 and the final
report was published in 20193,

The conceptual thinking, research findings and clinical
skills associated with the LHF!® are embedded into the
undergraduate and post graduate midwifery curriculum
in The School of Nursing Midwifery and Health systems,
University College Dublin. Following a presentation of the
project research findings'?, the Department of Health,
Ireland, through The National Women's Infant Program
(NWIP) supported a national implementation of the LHF
across all maternity units in Ireland. Subsequently during
2020-2021, educational training and workshops were
offered and LHF is available in 10 of 19 maternity units.
The national roll out of the LHF was delayed and impacted
by the current COVID-19 pandemic so virtual education
occurred when necessary. The Health Service Executive
Ireland included the LHF into The National Standards for
Antenatal Education in Ireland (2020)*.

METHODS

Study design

The framework (Figure 1) was designed by a community
midwife in the research site developed from both an
understanding of the physiology of labor and midwifery
knowledge and expertise gained from many years of supporting
women during childbirth. The fundamental principle of the
LHF is to inform women, their partners and midwives of the
importance of the steps necessary to remain active during
pregnancy and labor and in this way possibly reduce the rate

of epidurals. An appropriate time-frame is provided for each
step and is illustrated in a sequential manner that is matched
with the progression of labor as demonstrated in Figure 1.
The steps include the use of mobilization, positioning, water-
therapy and non-pharmacological methods of pain relief.
Women start at the bottom of the hopscotch as they are
more active and mobile. As labor progresses, they advance
towards the baby’s footprints. The framework recommends
20 minutes for each step, and flexibility is displayed within
the steps, considering equipment availability and maternal
comfort levels. The framework is designed to ensure the
steps can be used antenatally, as part of training for active
birth, and during labor.

To maximize the beneficial effects of the Labour
Hopscotch, women need to be fully informed, therefore, to
support shared decision-making, detail is readily available
online on the hospital webpage for women to download.
Visual images of the framework are displayed in each area
of the hospital (Figure 2).

The aim of the study is to explore midwives’ experiences
of supporting women during labor with the LHF and
identify any improvements necessary before a national
implementation plan was commenced.

Setting

This study took place in a busy urban teaching maternity
hospital which has an annual birth rate of approximately eight
thousand births (8434 in 2018; 9400 in 2017). The hospital
offers obstetric-led, midwifery-led and community/domino
midwifery care (which includes the option for homebirth).
The normal vaginal delivery rate of 57% is higher than the
national average of 53.4% and the caesarean section rate
of 28.7% is significantly lower than the national rate of
31.2%". At the time of the study, the research site’s epidural
rate was 57% in 2017 and 52% in 2018*2.

Data collection

The study was conducted over 18 months; the mixed-
methods sequential approach adopted consisted of a survey
and a focus group for data collection. This article presents
findings from the focus group meeting with midwives and
student midwives. Participants who expressed an interest
in taking part in the study completed written consent and
signed a confidentiality agreement before the meeting. The
meeting was held at time that suited practicing midwives,
in total 7 midwives and 1 student of midwifery participated
in the focus group meeting. A topic guide was devised by
DOB based on the findings from the survey results. The
meeting was transcribed verbatim by one of the research
team (JD) and participants were provided with a copy for
their records. The transcript was reviewed by the team prior
to data analysis. To ensure confidentiality, pseudonyms are
adopted throughout the presentation of the findings.

Data analysis

Data from the focus group transcript were analyzed using
qualitative content analysis by DOB. An inductive, data-
driven content analysis approach was adopted!®. A member
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Figure 1. Labour Hopscotch Framework
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of the research team transcribed the transcript to maximize
the level of engagement with the data. The transcript was
read several times before the data were coded, and notes
were made on the original transcripts of the identified
themes and similarities. Prior to coding, the audio recording
of the meeting was also listened to several times. A coding
frame was generated in a manner that was both concept-
and data-driven. The approach recommended by Mayring'®
was adhered to when generating the coding frame. The
software package NVIVO 9 was used to support the data
analysis process. The codes and categories were refined and
finalized after discussion between research team members.

RESULTS
The demographic characteristics of the midwives and
student of midwifery who participated in the focus group
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are presented in Table 1. Eight themes emerged from the
data, three of which related to requested changes and are
not reported here as they have since been implemented.
The five themes presented here are: perceived value of the
Labour Hopscotch Framework; implementation and use of
the Labour Hopscotch Framework; relationships, barriers
and challenges to using the Labour Hopscotch; education in
relation to the Labour Hopscotch Framework.

Perceived value of the Labour Hopscotch
Framework

Participating midwives described the Labour Hopscotch
framework in terms that highlighted the activities they
associated with it, such as ‘a circuit in a gym’. Indeed,
midwives considered the core concept behind the LHF was
women remaining ‘moving’ and ‘staying active’:

Eur J Midwifery 2022;6(April):18
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‘I don't think it matters what type of lunge that they
[women] do, like if they're lunging, they're moving, that's
what matters, for me that's the idea behind it.” (Kim)

‘If you ever do a circuit in a gym or a circuit ... so that idea
that this is what we do, we're always moving, and so you
have a choice to do this or this or this.” (Brenda)

Participating midwives acknowledged that the
framework’s steps described nothing new in terms of
supporting active labor, however it represents a creative
way of communication, reminding midwives about the
value about what is often taken for granted or forgotten as
indicated in the following statement:

‘Initially, | thought my gosh, it's like, it's nothing new ...
but actually the LHF is good because it makes what we do
official and it's like, there you go, there's a copy and it's on
the wall, it gives it value, and it's a constant reminder of
what we should be encouraging.” (Amy)

The LHF promoted awareness among newly qualified
midwives and midwifery students of different options for a
physiological birth and increased their confidence:

‘This gives you a bit of confidence ... it just gives junior
midwives or student midwives a little bit more, like, a role,
in early labor, that maybe they wouldn't have had before ...
without that piece of paper or poster in front of you, you've
no definite, this is what | should be doing.” (Shelley)

Participating midwives considered that LHF through
mobilization and squats lunges etc., could help women to

Figure 2. Labour Hopscotch station on the antenatal unit
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get into established labor — naturally and after induction
— more quickly, and to better cope with contractions and
labor:

‘We had a primigravida in who did two circuits of the
hopscotch. | think it would have taken her, maybe, five hours,
and she (her cervix) was fully dilated when she came into
the hospital.” (Brenda)

Implementation and use of the Labour Hopscotch
Framework
Participating midwives reflected on their experiences of
using the LHF with women and their birthing partners. They
disclosed their preference for the different steps/options
presented in the LHF. What became apparent from the
discussions was that some of the steps were more widely
encouraged and used than others by midwives. Midwives
tended to encourage using the birthing ball, stool and
regularly mobilizing, while massage and aromatherapy
were least used as they were not readily available within
the hospital setting. Participating midwives vocalized their
awareness of their essential role in helping women to
make position adjustments and finding the best-working
positions. This showed the flexibility of the LHF:

‘The ball, the birthing stool and then all fours position ...
And then mobilization really worked.” (Kim)

Participating midwives highlighted their
acknowledgement of the additional choices the LHF gives
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Table 1. Demographics characteristics of focus group
participants

Variable Category n (%)
Profession Staff midwife 7 (87.5)
Student midwife 1(12.5)
Area of practice Community midwife 1(12.5)
Delivery ward 6 (75.0)
Antenatal ward 1(12.5)
Age (years) 20-29 5(62.5)
30-39 2 (25.0)
40-49 0(0)
50-59 1(12.5)
Years of experience Minimum 0
Maximum 55
Trained in Ireland Yes 7 (87.5)
No 1(12.5)
Trained in research site Yes 5(62.5)
No 3(37.5)

to many women to take their own initiatives at the pre-
labor stage before coming to the hospital. As discussions
continued, participating midwives disclosed observing
several women coming in with the LHF card printed out,
either having accessed the information by themselves or
being given it during their antenatal appointments:

‘| think for early labor they do, like antenatally, a lot of
them have said they've tried it at home or they're doing
different things and that kept them going before they've
come in.” (Shelley)

After the initiation of LHF, participating midwives had
witnessed more women using the stairs and doing lunges
in the hospital — a phenomenon that was not that common
before its implementation:

‘Yeah, and there's been so many more people out on
those stairs recently.’ (Laverne)

‘I've never seen so many people lunging in (research site)
before.” (Amy)

Relationships

Participating midwives relayed accounts from their
experiences that the LHF was useful in involving birthing
partners, which was good for both the women and their
partners:

‘I sent her just a picture of it [Labour Hopscotch] and she
was like oh, thanks so much, Richie loves it. The husband.
Not even her.” (Shelley)

Participating midwives indicated that the LHF encouraged
partners to touch the laboring woman and to support the
woman through the process. This was noted to generate a
more positive birth experience for the couples involved:

‘The fact that dad is so included with the hopscotch,
there's less fear and, you know, it's making the woman

more relaxed and obviously there's less adrenaline ... so it's
everything, the big cycle, and how she's feeling emotionally,
physically, everything. It's all helping, and | think because the
two of them are working together to do it.” (Samantha)

Participating midwives suggested that women feel less
fear and are more relaxed when receiving physical support
from their partner when they work together with the LHF.
What was very apparent is that midwives considered the
LHF supported the birthing partner to take a more active
role in the birthing process.

Barriers and challenges to using Labour Hopscotch
To facilitate the integration of the Labour Hopscotch
participating midwives were asked their perspectives on
barriers to the use of the LHF. All participants agreed that
the main challenge they had experienced was inadequate
space and lack of facilities in the hospital setting. The labor
ward corridor and back stairs were the only space women
could use for walking up and down, when in established
labor. There was no access to using birthing balls in the
antenatal ward, mainly because there was not enough
space. Participating midwives found this to be a particular
barrier to utilizing Labour Hopscotch:

‘Stairs wise, there's no-where else in delivery ward for
them, because you can't bring them outside delivery.’ (Carol)

‘(antenatal ward) just does not have the space for each
of the steps because we can only use the corridors just for
walking, there is no-where else.” (Amy)

Participating midwives also reported facility issues with
pools, showers, and toilets. They requested bath-tubs or
pools, which at the time of data collection were not available
at the research site, and more toilets and showers to be
accessible to women:

‘Facilities | think here can be a problem. Sitting on the
toilet for twenty minutes. | know that sounds crazy, but,
again, it's not always available. You can't do that in every
room.” (Samantha)

Despite these barriers, participating midwives explained
that they try to make the rooms more birth-friendly by
dimming the lights down and using the framework as much
as possible with the limited facilities available. Tiredness,
however, was deemed to be a further barrier to the use of
the framework, as Brenda explained:

‘But the physicality of it is also sometimes a barrier.
And | think that staff tiredness can be a barrier. Or mother
tiredness, where a mother says: you can't really ask me to
get off this chair again or to sit on that toilet again, or you
know, whatever, so that sets a tiredness.” (Brenda)

Participating midwives described several personal factors
that may influence women'’s engagement with LHF, such
as fitness levels, birthing philosophy, and expectations.
Additionally, primigravida's were perceived to be more open
to Labour Hopscotch than multigravidas by midwives:

‘I think first-time mothers are more likely to try - Labour
Hopscotch ... second time mothers especially if the last
time they were in, they were induced, epidural, oxytocin.
They think that's what labor is, is in the bed and they didn't
even know you could be in labor and walk around or use a

Eur J Midwifery 2022;6(April):18
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ball.” (Shelley)

As the conversation continued, however, it became
evident that midwives themselves could be a barrier
to promoting LHF to multigravidas, as they could have
preconceived assumptions that these women would labor
quickly, as highlighted in the conversation below:

‘As midwives though, we can be barriers for second time
mothers getting involved in the hopscotch as well. | think,
maybe this isn't all the time, but we know, like, a second-time
mother, you're like, she'll probably fly it, so you're less inclined
to be, like, do you want to get out of the bed ..." (Samantha)

However, two participants disagreed and placed equal
value on the framework for multiparous and primiparous
women, especially for the pre-labor stage:

‘Antenatally, | don't think it makes a difference if they're
second or first-time mothers, according to them and |
heard a second-time mother saying oh, that's amazing, it's
brilliant, and she went through it and it really helped her, but
she still wanted her epidural in labor... So, antenatally, it's
really good.” (Amy)

Education in relation to Labour Hopscotch

To improve student and newly qualified midwives' confidence
in the use of the steps within the Labour Hopscotch,
participating midwives recommended introducing LHF
training into the midwifery curricula from the start of the
education program, and refresher sessions on an annual
basis, as indicated in the following statements:

‘It really does give students a feeling that they can do
something, especially in first year when you know nothing.’
(Shelley)

‘And if you, do it from the start, you're probably more
likely to carry it on ... Whereas for me to start when ['ve had,
like four years, I'm not doing it as much.’ (Carol)

The conviction in the recommendations about regular
refresher classes was evident as all participating midwives
discussed the importance of the LHF for midwifery students.
This training was deemed imperative for new students to be
able to practice and continue its use throughout the years
of their studies, as indicated in the following conversation:

‘See, no point doing it at the end you've seen it, you've
worked it. Whereas at the very start when you can't do
anything, you'll have a little bit of confidence that you can be
like, | can do this with her.” (Samantha)

‘Probably no harm in doing it every year, like two hours
every year, or a lab, kind of. Even to go through the more
technical stuff.” (Shelley)

Participating midwives also thought it would be beneficial
to organize an LHF study day (e.g. four hours) for midwives
in the hospital because they might not have received any
formal LHF training when they were undertaking their
midwifery program.

DISCUSSION

Midwives often perceive their professional role and
responsibility as promoters or protectors of physiology* and
seek to, as part of this role, to educate and inform women
to enable women to feel empowered to make decisions

that are right for them*#. The Labour Hopscotch Framework
is an innovative tool that can assist midwives to promote
and encourage active labor. Participating midwives in this
study welcomed the introduction of the LHF, suggesting it
inspired women and their birthing partner to take initiatives
and have an active role in their birthing experience. Midwives
suggested the LHF was an excellent resource for women in
early labor at home and in the hospital setting.

Each step of the LHF (mobilization, birthing stool or
toilet, water therapy, birthing ball or mat, alternative therapy)
works with physiology to achieve an active labor and in this
way support physiology for birth. Facilitating movement
and the adoption of different positions has known benefits,
namely the effects of gravity®>®. Alternative therapies are
being increasingly used during pregnancy and birth’, and as
midwives advocate for women and their choices during birth
it is important that they are knowledgeable about alternative
therapies'®. The main benefits of choosing alternative
(non-pharmacological) pain relief methods are that they
are safe, non-invasive, do not produce the side effects
that pharmacological methods produce and are easily
applicable and inexpensive!’-2°. Massage, for example, can
have extremely desirable effects on laboring women, such
as a reduction in a woman's perception of pain, a distraction
from pain, reduction in blood pressure and anxiety levels,
as well as improvement in maternal mood and feelings of
support?!. Midwives' use of alternative therapies, such as
massage, homeopathy and acupressure, require midwife
familiarity with the method, and, in some cases, such as
water therapy, facilities and space?'?2. The current study
mirrors the findings describing midwives’ limited knowledge
or training in specific alternative therapies and are requesting
further training and demonstration for them and women.
Furthermore, equipment and resources should be provided
to offer these alternative methods to laboring women?223,

Physiological birth in a hospital setting has been
described as existing along a board continuum?*. For
example, on occasions when a woman requires intervention,
such as induction of labor, midwives can still normalize
labor by enhancing the physiological aspects of care®. The
midwives in the current study described navigating the
existing hospital setting, protecting the birth space, and
the ease in which most of the LHF steps can be included
in a pre-labor or induction process. That said, facilities
and space are a barrier to adequately implementing some
of the LHF steps in the existing research site, which is
severely restricted by space. Furthermore, a shift is required
in the way that birthing rooms are furnished and laid out.
Midwives, themselves, were suggested by the participants
in this study, as possible additional barriers to using the
framework, specifically when caring for multiparous women.
Previous research has reported similar findings, midwives
can exhibit preconceived perceptions and thoughts about
alternative birth positions that can either promote or hinder
movement in labor. For example, midwives in the study of
Musie et al.?° stated that they were slow to encourage active
labor as the lithotomy position provides a good view of the
perineum, is more convenient for fetal monitoring and that
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it minimizes the midwives physical strain during the birth.
These findings and the findings in the current study support
the recommendation for further education to improve
midwives’ involvement in assisting women with movement
during labor to improve the woman'’s birthing experience.
Education is the key to promoting normal birth. A recent
Brazilian study?® reported a positive effect of an educational
intervention to improve evidence-based practices on
normal birth care. Cortes et al.?® noted an increase in the
normal birth rate of 5.3% and a reduction in amniotomy,
lithotomy position and oxytocin infusion and an increase
in partner involvement after their educational intervention.
The development of confidence in promoting normal birth
is nurtured and cultivated from as early on as midwifery
training. As reported in the current study’s findings,
Mudokwenyu-Rawdon et al.?’ reported that educating
midwifery students in active labor will enable them to build
confidence in providing women with this tangible type of
assistance during labor. Midwifery students describe feelings
of personal power when the midwifery philosophy of care is
supported and expressed in practice?®.

A key theme throughout midwives’ accounts was the
importance of the relationship between the woman and
her midwife. Furthermore, an enhancement in the women-
partner relationship before and during labor was identified.
Such involvement was deemed beneficial, by the midwives,
for both mother and partner, because it supported the child
birthing process and nourished their relationship. This is
important because the international evidence reveals that
a supportive birthing partner has also been shown to have
a calming effect on the mother and increase her feelings of
control during labor and birth?°.

Limitations

This study is not without its limitations, as it was undertaken
in one maternity unit in Dublin, Ireland. Exploratory research
is generally conducted with relatively small sample sizes,
such as the current study, but this does not invalidate the
findings, gathered from midwives’ perspectives. Women
of the research maternity site have access to midwifery-
led care, including homebirth, and obstetric-led packages
of care, which may not be available in other units. The
strength, however, lies in the transferability of the Labour
Hopscotch Framework to different home or hospital
settings. Additionally, once the LHF is implemented in
other units nationally and/or internationally, midwives'
explorations of its implementation in different settings are
easily achievable.

CONCLUSIONS

The Labour Hopscotch is a framework developed to
assist midwives in promoting maternal mobility in labor
and encouraging optimal fetal positioning, thus enabling
midwives to fulfil the philosophy of woman-centered care.
The Labour Hopscotch was described as an attractive and
creative method of communicating steps which women
in labor can take to support choice and steps associated
active physiological birth. These findings coupled with the

observations from the midwives that the use of Labour
Hopscotch increased partner involvement during the labor
process is very encouraging. Moving forward, it is therefore
an imperative that the wide-spread promotion of Labour
Hopscotch is undertaken within maternity care services.

REFERENCES

1. Bloxsome D, Bayes S, Ireson D. "l love being a midwife;
it's who | am": A Glaserian Grounded Theory Study of
why midwives stay in midwifery. J Clin Nurs. 2020;29(1 -
2):208-220. doi:10.1111/jocn.1507

2. WHO recommendations: Intrapartum care for a positive
childbirth experience. World Health Organization;
2018. Accessed December 17, 2021. https://www.
ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/books/NBK513809/pdf/Bookshelf_
NBK513809.pdf

3. Zang Y, Lu H, Zhao Y, Huang J, Ren L, Li X. Effects of
flexible sacrum positions during the second stage of
labor on maternal and neonatal outcomes: A systematic
review and meta-analysis. J Clin Nurs. 2020;29(17-
18):3154-3169. doi:10.1111/jocn.15376

4. Thompson SM, Nieuwenhuijze MJ, Low LK, de Vries
R. Exploring Dutch midwives’ attitudes to promoting
physiological childbirth: A qualitative study. Midwifery.
2016;42:67-73. doi:10.1016/].midw.2016.09.019

5. Berta M, Lindgren H, Christensson K, Mekonnen S,
Adefris M. Effect of maternal birth positions on duration
of second stage of labour: systematic review and meta-
analysis. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth. 2019;19(1):466.
doi:10.1186/s12884-019-2620-0

6. Hall PJ, Foster JW, Yount KM, Jennings BM. Keeping
it together and falling apart: Women’s dynamic
experience of birth. Midwifery. 2018;58:130-136.
doi:10.1016/j.midw.2017.12.006

7. Gayeski ME, Briggemann OM, Monticelli M, Dos Santos
EK. Application of Nonpharmacologic Methods to Relieve
Pain During Labour: The Point of View of Primiparous
Women. Pain Manag Nurs. 2015;16(3):273-284.
doi:10.1016/j.pmn.2014.08.006

8. Ondeck M. Healthy birth practice #2: walk, move around,
and change positions throughout labor. J Perinat Educ.
2014;23(4):188-193. doi:10.1891/1058-1243.23.4.188

9. Lawrence A, Lewis L, Hofmeyr GJ, Styles C. Maternal
positions and mobility during first stage labor.
Cochrane Database Syst Rev. 2013;(8):CD003934.
doi:10.1002/14651858.CD003934.pub3

10. Simkin P, Bolding A. Update on nonpharmacologic
approaches to relieve labor pain and prevent suffering.
J Midwifery Womens Health. 2004;49(6):489-504.
doi:10.1016/j.jmwh.2004.07.007

11. Healthcare Pricing Office. Perinatal Statistics Report,
2018. Health Service Executive; 2021. June, 2021.
Accessed December 17, 2021. http://www.hpo.ie/
latest_hipe_nprs_reports/NPRS_2018/Perinatal
Statistics_Report_2018.pdf

12. Clinical Report the National Maternity Hospital. The
National Matemity Hospital; 2018. Accessed December
17, 2021. https://www.nmh.ie/_fileupload/Corporate/

Eur J Midwifery 2022;6(April):18
https://doi.org/10.18332/ejm/146081



Research paper

13.

14.

15.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

J\) European Journal of Midwifery

Freedom9%200f%20Information/NMH%20Annual%20
Corporate%20%20Report%202018.pdf

Thompson S, Coughlan B, Sheehy L, et al. An Evaluation
of the Labour Hopscotch Framework at the National
Maternity Hospital. National Maternity Hospital; 2019.
Accessed December 17, 2021. https://www.nmh.
ie/_fileupload/Support%20Services/Bereavement%20
Team/Labour%20hopscotch%20Report%20
official%20(1).pdf

National Standards for Antenatal Education in Ireland.
Health Service Executive; 2020. Accessed December
17, 2021. https://www.hse.ie/eng/about/who/
healthwellbeing/our-priority-programmes/child-
health-and-wellbeing/antenatal-ed.pdf

Hsieh HF, Shannon SE. Three approaches to qualitative
content analysis. Qual Health Res. 2005;15(9):1277-
1288.doi:10.1177/1049732305276687

Mayring P. Qualitative Content Analysis. Qualitative
Inhaltsanalyse. Article in English and German. Forum Qual
Soc Res. 2000;1(2):20. doi:10.17169/fgs-1.2.1089
Taavoni S, Sheikhan F, Abdolahian S, Ghavi F. Birth ball or
heat therapy? A randomized controlled trial to compare
the effectiveness of birth ball usage with sacrum-
perineal heat therapy in labor pain management.
Complement Ther Clin Pract. 2016;24:99-102.
doi:10.1016/j.ctcp.2016.04.001

Mufoz-Sellés E, Valles-Segalés A, Goberna-Tricas
J. Use of alternative and complementary therapies
in labor and delivery care: a cross-sectional study of
midwives’ training in Catalan hospitals accredited as
centers for normal birth. BMC Complement Altern Med.
2013;13:318. doi:10.1186/1472-6882-13-318

Gau ML, Chang CY, Tian SH, Lin KC. Effects of birth ball
exercise on pain and self-efficacy during childbirth:
a randomised controlled trial in Taiwan. Midwifery.
2011;27(6):e293-e300. doi:10.1016/].midw.2011.02.004
Santana LS, Gallo RB, Ferreira CH, Duarte G, Quintana
SM, Marcolin AC. Transcutaneous electrical nerve
stimulation (TENS) reduces pain and postpones the
need for pharmacological analgesia during labour: a
randomised trial. J Physiother. 2016;62(1):29-34.
doi:10.1016/].jphys.2015.11.002

Silva Gallo RB, Santana LS, Jorge Ferreira CH, et al.
Massage reduced severity of pain during labour: a
randomised trial. J Physiother. 2013;59(2):109-1186.
doi:10.1016/S1836-9553(13)70163-2

Chang MY, Wang SY, Chen CH. Effects of massage on
pain and anxiety during labour: a randomized controlled
trial in Taiwan. J Adv Nurs. 2002;38(1):68-73.
doi:10.1046/}.1365-2648.2002.02147 x

Field T, Hernandez-Reif M, Taylor S, Quintino O,
Burman I. Labor pain is reduced by massage therapy.
J Psychosom Obstet Gynaecol. 1997;18(4):286-291.
doi:10.3109/01674829709080701

Boateng EA, Kumi LO, Diji AK. Nurses and midwives’
experiences of using non-pharmacological interventions
for labour pain management: a qualitative study in
Ghana. BMC Pregnancy Childbirth. 2019;19(1):168.

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

doi:10.1186/s12884-019-2311-x

Musie MR, Peu MD, Bhana-Pema V. Factors hindering
midwives’ utilisation of alternative birth positions
during labour in a selected public hospital. Afr J
Prim Health Care Fam Med. 2019;11(1):el-e8.
doi:10.4102/phcfm.v11i1.2071

Cértes CT, Oliveira SMJV, Santos RCSD, Francisco
AA, Riesco MLG, Shimoda GT. Implementation
of evidence-based practices in normal delivery
care. Rev Lat Am Enfermagem. 2018;26:2988.
doi:10.1590/1518-8345.2177.2988
Mudokwenyu-Rawdon C, Goshomi U, Ndarukwa P.
Student midwives’ self-assessment of factors that
improve or reduce confidence in clinical practice
during a 1l-year training period in Zimbabwe. Afr
J Midwifery Womens Health. 2020;14(2):1-9.
doi:10.12968/ajmw.2019.0023

Thompson SM, Nieuwenhuijze MJ, Low LK, De Vries R.
"A powerful midwifery vision": Dutch student midwives’
educational needs as advocates of physiological
childbirth. Women Birth. 2019;32(6):e576-e583.
doi:10.1016/j.wombi.2018.12.010

Longworth MK, Furber C, Kirk S. A narrative review
of fathers’ involvement during labour and birth
and their influence on decision making. Midwifery.
2015;31(9):844-857. doi:10.1016/j.midw.2015.06.004

-/

CONFLICTS OF INTEREST

The authors have completed and submitted the ICMJE Form
for Disclosure of Potential Conflicts of Interest and none was
reported.

FUNDING

This research was funded by the NMPDU support for Nursing
and Midwifery Innovation Initiatives Funding. This funding was
received by the research team to complete the study.

The funder had no role in the design or conduct of the study.

ETHICAL APPROVAL AND INFORMED CONSENT

This research was approved by the research ethics committee of
the National Matemity Hospital (Date: 25 June 2017). Information
about the study was provided to all midwives and students of
midwifery at the research site. Participation was deemed to be
informed consent.

DATA AVAILABILITY
The data supporting this research are available from the authors
on reasonable request.

PROVENANCE AND PEER REVIEW
Not commissioned; externally peer reviewed.

Eur J Midwifery 2022;6(April):18
https://doi.org/10.18332/ejm/146081



