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I. Introduction

With the initial decision to do a cesarean section, the physie
cian assumes the great responsibility of determining the pattern
of the obstetric future of his patient, The old dictum, ®once a
c-section, always a c-section,” has in recent years been challenged,
so that today a considerable proportion of subsequent pregnancies
are delijvered at term through the normal vaginal route,

What, then, is the proper course to follow? Although & con~
siderable number of excellent hospitals and clinics still adhere
to the policy of repeat cesarean section, others strongly advocate
a trial of labor provided certain criteria are met, They contend
that the overall general welfare of their patients is enhanced
when selected individuals have been allowed to undergo labor,

Why is there a difference of opinion? Those who routinely
reoperate upon women who have had prior cesarean section argue
that the operation is always safer than the danger of inviting
complications such as uterine rupture during labor, The propo-
nents of vaginal delivery attempt to prove that comparison of the
mortality rate of pelvic delivery following section to the basic
mortality in resection shows the former method to be a more con=

servative one than the latter,

These comments, therefore, point out the highly controversial
aspect of the subject in discussion, It shall be the purpose of

this paper to present a critical analysis of the question at hand,
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