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ABSTRACT: 

Reproductive rights stand as a key part of human rights. They cover getting contraception, 

abortion, fertility help, and care during pregnancy. Laws and rules about these rights change a 

lot from place to place because of different cultures, politics, and legal ideas. Now, we're going 

to look at how reproductive rights play out in India, the United States (US), and the United 

Kingdom (UK). This article digs into the constitutions important laws how courts see things, 

and the ways policies get put into practice. 

 

In India, the law acknowledges folks' rights to reproduction within the constitutional right to 

living it up and personal freedom (Article 21). The Medical Termination of Pregnancy 

(MTP) Act (1971, amended 2021) deals with the rules on abortion, and the Pre-Conception 

and Pre-Natal Diagnostic Techniques (PCPNDT) Act (1994) keeps an eye on gender-

selecting practices. The Supreme Court backed folks' freedom to choose how to reproduce, 

though rural spots still struggle with societal and infrastructure hiccups. 

 

In the US, landmark Supreme Court decisions Roe v. Wade (1973) and its recent overturning 

in Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization (2022), have molded reproductive 

rights. This has resulted in a jumbled legal scenario where abortion rights differ across states. 

Federal regulations like the Hyde Amendment (1976) and the Affordable Care Act (2010) 

sway access to reproductive health services. Political and ideological rifts spark legal 

unpredictability. 
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In the UK, the "Abortion Act (1967)" and the "Human Fertilization and Embryology Act 

(1990)" create a solid legal structure. This guarantees that the National Health Service (NHS) 

can give folks reproductive health services. After changes in 2019, laws on abortion in Northern 

Ireland came more in line with the rest of Britain. 

 

An examination of different countries shows big contrasts in things like abortion rules getting 

hold of birth control, and ways to help folks have babies. The UK's got a good system going 

giving lots of access and the government pays for it. India's got some forward-thinking laws, 

but making them work is where they stumble. And in the US, it's like a tug-of-war, with laws 

all over the place depending on where you're at. This research points out that we've got to have 

clear laws, stuff that doesn't keep changing, and for everyone to get the healthcare they need to 

protect people's rights to make choices about their bodies everywhere. 

 

KEYWORDS: 

Reproductive rights, Abortion law, Contraception policy, Legal framework, Healthcare access, 

Judicial intervention, Comparative analysis.  

 

INTRODUCTION: 

Reproductive rights sit right at the heart of human rights, including the ability to use birth 

control, get an abortion, access maternity care, and use tech to help with reproduction. Different 

spots on the map have their own sets of rules when it comes to these rights because of how 

their politics, culture, and religious views shape things. What countries say about stuff like 

equal rights for all genders being able to make choices about your own body, and what's 

important for everyone's health, shows up in their laws and policies on reproductive rights. In 

this paper, we're throwing different countries' reproductive rights into the ring to see how they 

stack up. We're talking India, the United States, and the United Kingdom here, and we’re 

digging into what their constitutions protect, what laws they've got written down, the way 

courts interpret them, and how they go about making policies. 

 

Debates on reproductive rights are a big thing when talking about laws and studying stuff. Big 

thinkers like Rosalind Petchesky in "Abortion and Woman’s Choice: The State, Sexuality, and 

Reproductive Freedom" from 1990, stand up for the idea that being able to make your own 

choices about having kids is super important for women's freedom. Got it, and then there's 

Carol Sanger who wrote "About Abortion: Terminating Pregnancy in Twenty-First Century 
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America" in 2017. She chats about how abortion rights are changing super focused on the US, 

and how people judge others for their reproductive decisions. Loretta Ross and Rickie Solinger 

throw us more in "Reproductive Justice: An Introduction" from 2017 pushing us to look at 

more than just abortion and think about how it's tougher for some folks to get to reproductive 

healthcare. All these smart peeps are pointing to how having laws to back up reproductive 

freedom is the way to go. 

 

Why Laws and Policies for Reproductive Rights Matter 

Rebecca J. Cook's Human Rights and Reproductive Self-Determination (1995), states that 

human rights include reproductive rights and legal systems should protect them. Yet, morals, 

religion, or population issues often guide how countries control these rights. Take India; it aims 

at controlling its population and balancing gender equality. The US though, switches its legal 

view often because of differing beliefs. Meanwhile, the UK keeps its reproductive health laws 

pretty steady, and they give out state-covered health services for this. 

 

India's framework for reproductive rights follows the constitutional right to life and personal 

freedom as per Article 21. The Supreme Court says this includes the freedom to reproduce 

(Suchita Srivastava v. Chandigarh Administration1). Important laws are the Medical 

Termination of Pregnancy (MTP) Act (1971 amended 2021) and the Pre-Conception and Pre-

Natal Diagnostic Techniques (PCPNDT) Act (1994). But putting these laws into action is tough 

more so in the countryside. The legal landscape for reproductive rights in the US has seen some 

big changes. The major court decision Roe v. Wade (1973) safeguarded abortion rights as part 

of privacy rights, but then Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization (2022) came along 

and nixed it. This let states put their own limits or outright bans in place. The Hyde Amendment 

(1976) puts a cap on government cash for abortions. On the flip side, the Affordable Care Act 

(2010) made it easier to get contraceptives. But with every state doing its own thing, it's kind 

of a jumbled mess that makes it tough for folks to get the same healthcare everywhere. 

 

The framework dictating reproductive rights in the UK falls under the "Abortion Act2 (1967)" 

along with the "Human Fertilization and Embryology Act (1990)3". These legislations 

guarantee rights to abortion and help through assisted reproductive tech. Now, if you look at 

                                                      
1 Suchita Srivastava v. Chandigarh Administration, 2009 AIR SCW 5909 
2 Abortion Act, 1967 
3 Human Fertilization and Embryology Act 1990 
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places like India or the States, there's a big difference — 'cause over in the UK, the National 

Health Service, people often call it NHS for short, doesn't charge a penny for reproductive 

health services. That's a win for getting more people through the door. And gets this back in 

2019, Northern Ireland decided to catch up with the others in the UK making their abortion 

laws match up. 

 

Comparative Importance 

Looking at these three places really shows how much laws can shape whether people can get 

reproductive healthcare. In the UK, everyone can get it because the government pays for it, but 

in India even though they've got good laws, it's tough to make them work. The US is all over 

the place – sometimes they're for reproductive rights sometimes not. Checking out how these 

countries handle the law makes it clear we need solid fair rules to make sure women can make 

their own choices and stay healthy. 

 

REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS IN INDIA: 

Constitutional and Legal Framework 

Reproductive rights sit right at the heart of human rights, including the ability to use birth 

control, get an abortion, access maternity care, and use tech to help with reproduction. Different 

spots on the map have their own sets of rules when it comes to these rights because of how 

their politics, culture, and religious views shape things. What countries say about stuff like 

equal rights for all genders being able to make choices about your own body, and what's 

important for everyone's health, shows up in their laws and policies on reproductive rights. In 

this paper, we're throwing different countries' reproductive rights into the ring to see how they 

stack up. We're talking India, the United States, and the United Kingdom here, and we’re 

digging into what their constitutions protect, what laws they've got written down, the way 

courts interpret them, and how they go about making policies. 

 

Debates on reproductive rights are a big thing when talking about laws and studying stuff. Big 

thinkers like Rosalind Petchesky in "Abortion and Woman’s Choice: The State, Sexuality, and 

Reproductive Freedom" from 1990, stand up for the idea that being able to make your own 

choices about having kids is super important for women's freedom. Got it, and then there's 

Carol Sanger who wrote "About Abortion: Terminating Pregnancy in Twenty-First Century 

America" in 2017. She chats about how abortion rights are changing super focused on the US, 

and how people judge others for their reproductive decisions. Loretta Ross and Rickie Solinger 
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throw us more in "Reproductive Justice: An Introduction" from 2017 pushing us to look at 

more than just abortion and think about how it's tougher for some folks to get to reproductive 

healthcare. All these smart peeps are pointing to how having laws to back up reproductive 

freedom is the way to go. Sorry, but you have not provided any content for me to rewrite. Could 

you please share the text you want paraphrased? 

India's Constitution counts reproductive rights as crucial rights everyone has. The Supreme 

Court has made clear Article 21, which guards one's life and freedom, covers a person's choice 

on reproduction too. Seeing such decisions as key to one's honor and control over one's body, 

this makes perfect sense. When the Supreme Court handled the case Suchita Srivastava v. 

Chandigarh Administration in 2009, it pointed out that a lady's power to make choices about 

reproduction is her personal freedom according to Article 21. And not to forget, during the 

Devika Biswas v. Union of India4 case of 2016, the judges stressed out that it's the government's 

job to give safe and respectful reproductive health care. 

 

In India, they've written a bunch of rules to make sure that when people decide to have kids or 

not, everything's on the up and up. These rules sort of try to make sure everyone's free to 

choose, but also that folks stay healthy and stuff doesn't get unethical. 

 

Key legislations governing reproductive rights in India include: 

1. The Medical Termination of Pregnancy Act (MTP) Act, 1971 (Amended in 2021) 

Back in '71, they made this big deal rule called the MTP Act, and it said getting an abortion 

was okay in certain situations. That made India one of the first places to say, "Alright, we got 

this. Here's how you can stop a pregnancy." Then, in 2021, they made some changes so more 

folks could get abortions by: 

 Making it okay for rape and incest survivors, plus some other ladies, to have abortions up 

to 24 weeks instead of just 20 weeks. 

 Now even if you're not married, you can get an abortion if the contraception didn't work 

giving you more control over having babies (X v. Principal Secretary, Health & Family 

Welfare Department 2022). 

 If there's something wrong with the baby after 24 weeks special doctor teams called 

medical boards will check it out. 

Jaya Sagade's book Law of Abortion in India: A Critical Review (2020) says this new rule is 

                                                      
4 Devika Biswas v. Union of India, 2016 (10) SCC 726 
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pretty cool for women wanting to make their own choices, but it's still tough to get an abortion 

safely, like out in the countryside. 

 

2. The Pre-Conception and Pre-Natal Diagnostic Techniques (PCPNDT) Act, 1994 

India introduced the PCPNDT Act to stop the practice of female feticide and address the falling 

sex ratio. The law bans sex-selective abortions and keeps a check on prenatal testing facilities. 

It makes it a crime for both doctors and expectant families to determine the unborn baby's 

gender, with tough consequences for breaking the rules. 

 

In a book5 Madhavi Gupta talks about the success of the Act in cutting down on sex-selective 

abortions. Yet, she points out the struggles with rogue ultrasound clinics and the society's lean 

toward boys. Making the Act work is still tricky, as holes in the law enforcement let those rule-

breakers keep going. 

 

3. The Assisted Reproductive Technology (Regulation) Act, 2021 

The "Assisted Reproductive Technology (ART) Act, 2021" controls stuff like "in vitro 

fertilization (IVF), surrogacy, and gamete donation" to make babies. Its job is to keep things 

on the up and up in ART places, look out for the folks giving and getting help, and stop baby-

making services from just being about cash. 

 

S.K. Verma’s book6, says that the ART Act sets up big cheese groups at the national and state 

levels to keep an eye on fertility spots and make sure they’re doing things right. But, some 

folks are talking about how hard it is to get and pay for ART stuff. It’s still super pricey, and 

lots of women who don’t have much money can't get their hands on it. 

 

Troubles and What We Can Do Next 

India has come a long way in acknowledging and managing rights linked to reproduction, yet 

hurdles persist. Ignorance, shame subpar rural health centers, and stiff official processes keep 

on restraining folks from getting reproductive health services. Flavia Agnes, a legal expert, 

maintains in "Women and Law in India" (2019) that even with forward-thinking legislation, 

stiff-rooted man-dominated customs put limits on what women can decide for their 

reproduction. 

                                                      
5 "Female Feticide in India: A Socio-Legal Perspective" (2019), 
6 Assisted Reproductive Technology and the Law" from 2022 
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India needs to bump up its healthcare setup, make sure folks know their legal rights, and get 

stricter with the rules to give everyone a fair shot at reproductive healthcare. Like Rebecca 

J. Cook talks about in Human Rights and Reproductive Self-Determination from '95, if you 

tackle it as a basic human right, you're looking out for folks' freedom to make their own choices 

about having kids. 

 

Judicial Intervention in Reproductive Rights in India 

The courts in India have been super important in making sure reproductive rights get wider 

reach and protection. They've read the constitution in a forward-thinking way. This has made 

sure that "right to reproductive autonomy, dignity, and access to safe medical procedures" 

are seen as basic rights in Article 21 of the Indian Constitution. 

 

In the 2009 case Suchita Srivastava v. Chandigarh Administration, the Supreme Court of 

India stated a woman's right to decide about her reproduction is part of her personal freedom 

according to Article 21. This case was about a rape survivor with mental disabilities who was 

told to give birth. The judges said that it's the woman's choice to either have or terminate a 

baby, and highlighted how critical it is for her to give permission after getting the right 

information. This verdict pinned down that being able to make reproductive decisions is a core 

part of individual independence and the right to control one's own body. 

 

A pretty big decision in the case "X v. The Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare 

Department7" came out in 2022. It made things better for single ladies with babies on the way 

by fixing a serious issue in the "Medical Termination of Pregnancy (MTP) Act, 1971 (Amended 

2021)". You see, the Delhi High Court first said no to an unmarried gal who wanted an abortion 

at 24 weeks along. They said she didn't fit the rules of the law. But then, boom, the Supreme 

Court stepped in. They said "Nah single women can make the same choices as the married ones 

when it comes to having kids." And just like that, they backed up the whole being fair in health 

stuff when it comes to baby-making decisions. 

 

In India, courts keep recognizing that things like "reproductive rights" are super important for 

respect being in charge of your body, and fair treatment regardless of whether you're a dude or 

a gal. Flavia Agnes pointed out in "Women and Law in India" that came out back in 2019, 

                                                      
7 X v. The Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Department [2022] 7 SCR 686 
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we're making progress with the rules, but to make a difference for ladies' reproductive rights, 

we've got to step up big time with putting those rules into action and letting people know what's 

up. 

 

REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS IN UNITED STATES: 

Constitutional and Legal Framework 

In the United States, interpretations of the Constitution, decisions by the Supreme Court, and 

laws at both federal and state levels have molded reproductive rights. The laws surrounding 

this topic have seen big changes, and the topic of abortion stands among the most divisive 

debates in American political life.  

 

 In 1973, the Supreme Court's decision in Roe v. Wade marked a big step for reproductive 

rights, as it acknowledged that getting an abortion was part of a woman's constitutional right 

to privacy linked to the Fourteenth Amendment. This ruling set up a system based on the 

trimester of pregnancy, which let states make more rules the further along the pregnancy was. 

However, the ruling in Planned Parenthood v. Casey8, changed things up by saying states could 

make laws about abortion if they didn't create an "undue burden" for women trying to get the 

procedure. 

 

The big change rocked the nation when Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization9 

smacked down because the Supreme Court flipped over Roe v. Wade. They said having an 

abortion isn't shielded by the constitution. This verdict tossed the rule-making back to the states 

themselves, which split up the laws big time. Now, you've got a mix where some places almost 

shut it down, and in other spots, they're making it even easier to get an abortion. 

 

Here's the lowdown on some laws at both the federal and state levels about your body rights: 

1. The Hyde Amendment (1976): This amendment blocks federal Medicaid funds from 

supporting abortion unless the situation involves rape, incest, or a threat to the mother's 

life. It tends to hit low-income women harder. 

2. The Affordable Care Act (2010): This act made contraceptive coverage broader. It made 

sure insurance companies have to include birth control for free, without extra fees. 

                                                      
8 Planned Parenthood v. Casey,  505 U.S. 833 (1992) 
9 Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization, (2022) 90 Tenn L Rev. 361 
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3. State-Specific Laws: Following the Dobbs decision, places like Texas and Mississippi 

have put in place tough abortion restrictions. On the other side, states such as California 

and New York have beefed up their safeguards. 

 

Judicial & Legislative Intervention 

The reversal of Roe by the Supreme Court shook things up leading to mixed rules on baby-

making rights in different states. Places like Texas and Alabama went super strict with almost 

complete bans on abortion and some folks there want to treat it like a crime. On the flip side, 

spots like California, Illinois, and New York rolled out "safe haven" laws to make sure both 

locals and visitors can get abortions if they need them. Trying to get these rights on the federal 

level's a no-go because of all the politicking that's jamming things up. Congress tried getting 

the Women's Health Protection Act to make sure abortions stay protected across the nation, but 

it didn't fly 'cause the politicians on the right aren't having it. 

 

Policy Challenges; 

No federal shield for reproductive rights puts loads of women at risk from tough state rules. 

Big differences in healthcare strong opinions and firm religious beliefs make it tougher to get 

to reproductive health services. Mary Ziegler notes in her 2020 book 'Abortion and the Law in 

America' that the fight over abortion is super important in US politics. She reckons this legal 

tussle will keep on in both courts and law-making places for a good while yet. 

 

REPRODUCTIVE RIGHTS IN THE UNITED KINGDOM: 

Constitutional and Legal Framework 

In comparison to the United States and India, the United Kingdom doesn't own a written 

constitution that straight-up guarantees rights about having kids. Instead, rights for abortion 

and reproductive healthcare get ruled by policies and laws made by the parliament. Over in the 

UK, they've set up this pretty solid and forward-thinking legal structure that lets people get to 

birth control getting an abortion, and using tech to help have babies (ART). 

Some major laws that handle rights about having kids are like: 

1. The Abortion Act 1967 – This pivotal law made abortion legal in England Scotland, and 

Wales when certain conditions, like threats to the woman's physical or mental well-being 

or fetal deformities are present. The original law permitted terminating a pregnancy until 

28 weeks, but this limit dropped to 24 weeks with the Human Fertilization and Embryology 

Act 1990. 

http://www.ijlra.com/


www.ijlra.com 

Volume II Issue7|June 2025 

 

ISSN: 2582-6433 

 

Page | 14 
 

2. The Human Fertilization and Embryology Act 1990 sets rules for assisted reproductive 

technologies (ART) like in vitro fertilization (IVF), embryo studies, and donating sperm or 

eggs. It created the Human Fertilization and Embryology Authority (HFEA), which checks 

if people follow the ethical and health guidelines. 

3. The Sexual Offences Act 1956 & 2003 make it a crime to force someone to be sterilized 

pressures them into reproductive actions, or do sexual violence. The updates in 2003 made 

sure no one makes reproductive choices because they feel forced. 

 

Judicial & Legislative Developments 

The UK kept a cutting-edge attitude toward rights to reproduction guaranteeing that folks could 

get to both birth control and abortion. Yet, Northern Ireland used to have tougher rules because 

of the mix of religion and politics. 

1. Abortion Law Changes in Northern Ireland (2019): Before 2019, Northern Ireland 

outlawed abortion. The law allowed it if the mom's life was in danger. The Northern 

Ireland (Executive Formation) Act 2019 brought abortion laws in line with the UK 

making it legal. Still, people can't always get an abortion there because some politics and 

religious views push back hard. 

2. Reproductive Care Rules: In the UK, the National Health Service (NHS) hooks people 

up with free birth control and abortions. This helps everyone get the reproductive care they 

need. Plus, you can grab emergency birth control at drugstores and health centers. 

 

Policy Strengths & Challenges 

The reproductive rights setup in the UK ranks as super solid globally giving everyone a fair go 

at state-paid options like birth control, ending pregnancies, and help to get pregnant. The NHS 

foots the bill for abortions, which helps out women from all walks of life. 

But, it's not all smooth sailing: 

 Over in Northern Ireland, getting an abortion is a tough gig because some health pros 

hesitate to do them 'cause of faith and politics getting in the way. 

 If you’re looking to end a pregnancy later on, the wait for services might slow you down 

in certain places. 

Even with these rough spots, the UK hangs onto "progressive reproductive policies," making 

sure the law and docs are there for the ladies when it comes to having kids or not. Sally Sheldon 

points out that Britain's laws give a level headed take on reproductive freedom, but there's still 
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work to do to fix the differences depending on where you live.10 

 

JUDICIAL ROLE: 

Courts are super important when it comes down to reproductive rights, 'cause they deal with 

understanding the constitution setting legal examples, and making sure policies are followed. 

Now, if you look at India, the US, and the UK, you'll notice they all do it. Indian courts are 

like, "Yeah let's give more reproductive rights," while the US is kind of going back and forth 

with new limits. The UK? Well, they stick to what the parliament says and don't flip-flop much. 

 

Judicial Role in India 

Over in India, the folks in robes are stepping up. They've been taking Article 21—which is all 

about living your life and being free—and they're saying, "You know what? Choosing if and 

when you want to have kids is part of that." 

 

In 2009's "Suchita Srivastava v. Chandigarh Administration," the Supreme Court declared a 

woman's freedom to decide on reproduction a critical slice of personal freedom under Article 

21. The judges stated the government isn't allowed to force pregnancy on any woman 

supporting her rights to end pregnancies and get birth control. 

 

In "X v. Principal Secretary, Health & Family Welfare Department" from 2022, the Supreme 

Court made sure unmarried ladies got the same rights as married ones under the "Medical 

Termination of Pregnancy (MTP) Act, 1971 (Amended 2021)" by broadening their abortion 

rights. No more unfairness due to whether someone's hitched or not—this boosted gals' control 

over whether to have a kiddo or not. 

 

Flavia Agnes, a brainy law buff, points out in her 2019 book "Women and Law in India" that 

it ain't all smooth sailing. She's spotted that, despite these big court choices, some snags in 

making it all work are still there. It's a real toughie in the countryside where ladies often can't 

get their hands on the health stuff they need for having or not having babies. 

 

Judicial Role in the United States 

The US Supreme Court has been key in forming rights around having kids mainly focused on 

                                                      
10 Beyond Control: Medical Power and Abortion Law (2016) 
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abortion laws. Now, court decisions have split folks right down the middle showing how 

politics and personal views can change things as time goes by. 

 

Back in Roe v. Wade (1973), the Supreme Court declared getting an abortion is a right in 

the Constitution thinking about the right to privacy, and knocked down tough state rules. 

They set up rules based on three stages of pregnancy saying states only get a say on abortions 

when the baby can live on its own. 

 

In Planned Parenthood v. Casey from '92, the judges stuck with Roe but said states could 

tighten the rules on abortion just not to the point of giving women a hard time. Because of this, 

states started making their own rules, stuff like having to wait a bit and asking your folks to 

say it's okay. 

 

In "Dobbs v. Jackson Women's Health Organization" from 2022, the Supreme Court chucked 

out "Roe v. Wade." It said that abortion isn't a right protected by the federal government. This 

verdict lets each state choose to outlaw abortion creating a patchwork of different laws. Mary 

Ziegler wrote in "Abortion and the Law in America" from 2020, the Dobbs decision marks a 

major step back for reproductive rights in America's recent times. Courts in the US show the 

divide in how folks think about reproductive rights, with courts on the left and right giving 

rulings that just don't match up. 

 

Judicial Role in the United Kingdom 

In the UK, unlike in India or the States, it’s about sticking to what Parliament says instead of 

stirring big changes in the laws about having kids. They've got this rule where the court’s job 

is to explain and apply the laws, not to question them. Now, there's this thing, the "Abortion 

Act 1967", right? It said abortions are okay if you tick certain boxes, and judges over there 

have just rolled with it, without messing with it much. But across the pond in America, judges 

have flipped decisions upside down sometimes. Yet over in the UK, the judges keep things 

steady when it comes to decisions about baby-making rights. 

 

The Northern Ireland (Executive Formation) Act 2019 marked a key change as it 

decriminalized abortion in Northern Ireland. Judges made sure everyone followed this fresh 

rule giving power to parliamentary authority over reproductive rights. 
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Sally Sheldon in her 2016 work Beyond Control: Medical Power and Abortion Law points out 

the UK's courts favor a real-deal stance on reproductive rights. They lean on medical expertise 

and what lawmakers wanted instead of pushing their own views. 

 

Comparative Analysis 

India's courts have made strides in making reproductive choices more accessible ensuring these 

choices match with basic human rights. In contrast, America's courts experienced major shifts, 

with one case, "Roe v. Wade," widening access to abortion and another, "Dobbs v. Jackson," 

narrowing it, which split the legal scene. Meanwhile, Britain's courts keep things steady 

backing up what the law decides without big swings. 

 

While the courts are super important in the matter of reproductive choices, their role changes 

depending on each nation's law and politics. The USA sees court rulings as a fight, India is 

seeing its courts push for change, and the UK just goes along with what the government 

decides. 

 

CONCLUSION: 

In "India, the United States, and the United Kingdom," how they handle reproductive rights 

shows how different each place is. You've got stuff like "constitutional principles judicial 

interpretations, and political landscapes" shaping what can and can't be done. Look at India—

there they're sort of getting more freedom with this whole thing 'cause the judges are pushing 

for change. Then you've got the US where they've kind of taken some steps back, makin' things 

harder. Over in the UK, things are pretty much steady, and folks have good access to healthcare 

that deals with reproduction, thanks to the laws they've got. 

 

In India, folks get their reproductive rights from what the Constitution says – , Article 21, which 

is all about the right to live and be free. Judges often say this means people get to make choices 

about their own bodies, including having kids or not. Big-time rules like the Medical 

Termination of Pregnancy (MTP) Act from way back in 1971, and got a facelift in 2021, along 

with the new kid on the block, the Assisted Reproductive Technology (Regulation) Act from 

2021, are the bosses of how abortions and helping people have babies with science get done. 

The judges in India are pretty cool with giving folks more control over choosing to have babies 

or not. But even with these solid rules, there's a bunch of stuff getting in the way – like not-so-
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great healthcare in some places tough times getting what you need and traditions that don't 

make it any easier. 

 

Down in the States, they've had a rocky time when it comes to laws about having babies or not. 

The big decision from Roe v. Wade in '73 said yup ending a pregnancy's a constitutional right, 

but then along comes the Dobbs v. Jackson Women’s Health Organization decision in 2022, 

and whoops, it flips everything on its head. Now it's up to each state to call the shots. So, you've 

got this patchwork of rules, right? Some places are against it, while some are like, "Nope, we're 

keeping it legal." And then you've got these big-deal federal things, the Hyde Amendment 

(1976) and that Affordable Care Act (2010) that mess with getting to doctors and stuff if 

you're not well off. All the back and forth between parties and what people believe? Yeah, 

that's making it a real headache to have the same rules about baby-making choices everywhere. 

Since instructions were not provided with original content, I am unable to complete the task. If 

you provide me with the original text, I will be able to assist with the paraphrasing as per the 

guidelines you've listed. Please share the content you want paraphrased. In the UK, laws set by 

Parliament make up a pretty solid and broad set-up for reproductive rights. Laws like the 

"Abortion Act 1967," the "Human Fertilisation and Embryology Act 1990," and the "Sexual 

Offences Act 2003" make sure folks can get abortions, fertility treatments, and are safe from 

anyone messing with their reproductive choices. The National Health Service (NHS) ensures 

that anyone can get birth control and abortion services for free, which puts Britain's system up 

there as one of the easiest to use. Still, some parts Northern Ireland, face a tough time putting 

all this into practice, which shows there's more work to do. 

 

When you look at these three nations side by side, you notice how super important the laws 

and courts are in forming reproductive freedoms. India's forward-thinking court decisions have 

made reproductive freedom bigger, but in the USA, those freedoms are super shaky 'cause of 

politics changing all the time. The UK shows us that when laws don't change much, people 

have an easier time getting to reproductive health stuff. To keep reproductive healthcare open 

for everyone, we need laws that stay the same leaders who want to make it happen, and safety 

from rules going backward. 
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