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One of the most frequent medical procedures worldwide, according to reports, is circumcision. In Muslim and Jewish nations, it is done for religious reasons. It is also done medically for conditions like phimosis or recurring balanitis, as well as electively for aesthetic and aesthetic purposes. Regrettably, many people still execute it as one of the most popular rites for religious purposes. Post Circumcision complications problems are not particularly common. The surgical method is thought to be technically easy and secure. But, the procedure of male circumcision goes beyond the medical reasoning. When the circumcision is done on an infant male, being too young to consent without medical suggestion it becomes a cultural decision over medical. So my question today is whether circumcision, whilst being a norm in so many Jewish and Muslim dominant countries and aboriginal Australia, have we been conditioned culturally to accept this harmful and non-consensual identification of male infants? 
It should be considered morally impermissible to remove healthy, functional, tissue from another person's body without asking for, and then actually receiving those persons informed permission. You would not take a male, who had the cognitive ability to consent, to forcefully get this procedure done without their permission. A medical professional would not continue the procedure and there would, in most cases, be a lawsuit made against the perpetrator. In any modern secular stated this would be a form of criminal assault. 
Australian paediatrician Dr Christopher Greene - “if I was to cut off any other part of a baby for no good cause and without an anaesthetic, I'd be struck off the medical register and the parents would most likely lose custody of their child.” 
There are not many arguments for circumcision other than the possibility to lower the transmission rates for HIV, reduce risk of infection, religious identity. 
Arguments against medically – removes the most touch sensitive tissue, shortens perineal nerve (ejaculation problems), eliminates function, exposes the head of penis to environmental irritation which causes it to lose its ordinary softness and dries out. Means the foreskin is there to protect and moisturise the head of the penis. 
During my research regarding the ethical concerns of this topic, I initiated discussions towards my peers from different religious backgrounds to gain perspective. I also utilised various media outlets to gain a wider perspective. My personal values such as independence and liberation. So whilst the medical consensus is to not go ahead with any circumcision without requirements such as reoccurring infections, it should be made illegal to do otherwise. There are no exceptions religiously or culturally to participate in the branding of a person who does not have the cognitive ability to identify themselves with the religion. 
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