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Abstract. For years traditional midwife service in the female and paediatric consultations proved its 
signi  cant role for female and children health. In western countries with best parameters of maternal and 
children mortality exactly midwives are the main medical specialists who take care for healthy women and 
newborns. Midwife cares are not only effective but also signi  cantly more inexpensive than highly quali  ed 
physician’s work. In the present study the midwives opinions on existing model of prenatal consultation in 
Bulgaria and their attitudes to change are analyzed. The study was made by anonymous survey on 135 
midwives working in in-hospital and outpatient care in the country, who are selected randomly in the period 
September–December 2017.
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