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Suite 42, 2442 NW Market Street
Seattle, Washington 98107-4137

Tel: 225-383-8067 / Fax 225-381-8200
E-mail: iconbuster@earthlink.net.

“Fear, pain, crippling, disfigurement and humiliation are the classic ways to break the human spirit.
Circumcision includes them all.”

Sunday, October 09, 2005

To Whom It May Concern:
Doctors Opposing Circumcision is an organisation of medical doctors who believe that the genital integrity
provides the highest degree of physical, emotional, and sexual health and well-being. We seek to reduce the
incidence of genital cutting worldwide.
A recent cost-utility study indicates that non-circumcision produces better health than circumcision.1
The non-therapeutic circumcision of male children is an unethical operation. Excision of healthy tissue is
prohibited by Article 20(1) of the European Convention on Human Rights and Biomedicine (1997).2 In addition,
two recent articles in the Journal of Medical Ethics (London) report that the non-therapeutic circumcision of
male children an unethical medical practice.3 4
Doctors Opposing Circumcision has examined the proposals of NOCIRC_SA. We find them to be consistent
with principles of medical ethics, the international law of human rights, the Constitution of South Africa, and
good medical practice. We believe them to be in the best interests of the children of South Africa.
Accordingly, we strongly urge the adoption of the proposal of NOCIRC-SA.
Very truly yours,

George Hill, Bioethicist
Executive Secretary
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