	Parameters 
	 India 
	Singapore 

	Circumstance in which it is allowed 
	· Abortion permitted in case of – rape/ foetal abnormality/ contraception failure/ risk to physical/mental health
· Parental consent for minors (under 18) 
· Penalises abortion by force
	· Abortion on request 
· no defined age 
· no parental consent for minors 
(under 16)
· prohibited after 24 weeks unless the mother’s life is in danger
· Penalises abortion by force

	Administrative procedures 
	· Approval of one doc if under 20 weeks
· Approval of 2 docs if 20-24 weeks
· Medical board authorisation 
· Details of person seeking abortion to be made available to person authorised by law 
	· Mandatory counselling for all seeking abortion 
· Mandatory waiting period of 48 hours after the counselling is conducted
· Details of person seeking abortion to be made available to person authorised by law 
· Provider not obligated to provide service if they conscientiously object to it 

	Medical procedure 
	· Carried out by authorised medical practitioner in a hospital approved by Govt/ (private) Facility approved by Govt or a District Level Committee 
	· carried out by an authorised medical practitioner in an approved institution; relief from these certain restrictions if it is medical abortion 



The Abortion laws in Singapore are far more liberal compared to the legal provisions in India. Notably, abortion in Singapore is available on request until 24 weeks, minors are recognised as individuals with autonomy. Moreover, the restrictions around strict qualification level of providers is eased for medical abortion to increase the provider base.  
However, I found it important to note that the Abortion law in Singapore states that providers are not obligated to provide service if they conscientiously object to it. This provision implies that abortion is immoral for it to be objected to and ends up centring the providers instead of the pregnant persons seeking the service. It sends out a mixed message to the people at large by instituting some liberal provisions on one hand and yet stigmatising the service on the other. 

