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Genital autonomy?

The right to self-determination over one’s own body (bodily integrity)
concerning
non-medical cutting of the person’s genital organs
regardless of the person’s gender



Genital autonomy for children?

Work for fostering
the protection of children from
non-medical genital cutting
- girls, boys, intersex children



Brian Earp (bioetiker; Yale, 
Oxford)
22.9.2022:

“In general, the position I defend is one of 
*genital autonomy* — that means, protecting 
people from non-voluntary genital 
modifications that they don’t want, didn’t 
request, or definitely cannot consent to, while 
preserving and allowing the *choice* of 
relatively more mature and autonomous 
persons to decide whether or how they may 
want their bodies to be modified under 
conditions of informed consent.”



Brian Earp (bioetiker; Yale, Oxford)
22.9.2022:

”Protecting Children or Policing Gender?”
(20.9.2022)

https://twitter.com/briandavidearp/status/1573672630355386374

https://twitter.com/briandavidearp/status/1573672630355386374




https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p060m113

https://youtu.be/pfNx03dVCdY

They stood up, and addressed the elders. And highlighted the need for a change.

https://www.bbc.co.uk/programmes/p060m113
https://youtu.be/pfNx03dVCdY


Genital autonomy: which terms? When, for 
whom?
Circumcision or genital mutilation?
- not determined by sex/gender
- each individual decides

- how to relate to the cutting that was done to them as a child
- some are proud and happy
- others are indifferent, do not experience any downside from it
- others are sad/angry/dejected

- experience it as an integrity violation
- limits well-being and daily life

regardless of sex/gender!
- what to call the procedure

regardless of sex/gender!



1995

Criminal code, chapter 21: 5§ and 6§
- form the basis
- are gender neutral!

- but their application differs, based
on gender



thl.fi – Finnish institute for health and welfare
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Supreme Court (HD, KKO): precedent KKO:2008:93
KKO 2008:93 Summary 
A had had his four years and six months old son B circumcised by a person unknown to the 
Court, but who was presumably a doctor. Both A and B were Muslims, and the circumcision 
was done because of religious and cultural reasons. The operation had taken place in the 
home of A’s mother, and B had been topically anaesthetized. The public prosecutor 
brought charges for assault against A. 
According to chapter 21 section 5 of the Finnish Criminal Code, a person who employs 
physical violence on another or, without such violence, injures the health of another, 
causes pain to another or renders another unconscious or into a comparable condition, 
shall be sentenced for assault to a fine or to imprisonment for at most two years.

On [the] grounds [presented], the Supreme Court dismissed the 
charges against A

1995 2008



1995 2008

Supreme Court (HD, KKO): precedent KKO:2008:93



1995 2008

Supreme Court 2008:93 :: complication rate

Thorup (2013) states that out of performed ritual circumcisions in a clinical setting, 5.1% lead to 
complications that require corrective measures or operations. In addition, there are 2% 
complications that do not require corrective surgery.
That is a total of 7.1% complications.

Thorup & Ifaoui (2013): Complication rate after circumcision in a paediatric surgical setting should not be neglected
https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23905566/

https://pubmed.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/23905566/


1995 2008

Supreme Court 2008:93  :: SEXUS 2019

Satisfaction with circumcision status

”How satisfied are you with being circumcised?”

”How satisfied are you with not being circumcised?”



1995 2008

SEXUS 2019

The biggest population survey on sexuality
SEXUS in Denmark (Frisch & al. 2019):

5,5% (religious reasons) and 7,4% (medical reasons) of the 
asked circumcised men were dissatisfied that circumcision had
been done on them

Satisfaction with circumcision status

”How satisfied are you with being circumcised?”

”How satisfied are you with not being circumcised?”



1995 2008

Supreme Court (HD, KKO): precedent KKO:2008:93



The Brussels Collaboration
(2019)
+ 
Brian Earp (2012) & al.:
- consent before gender
- gender does not decide ”the 

degree of severity” in 
different types of genital 
cutting procedures

- granted and ensured bodily
integrity for both parents
provides the best basis for 
ensuring genital autonomy
for the child



1995 2008

Criminal code, chapter 21: 
5§ and 6§
- form the basis
- are gender neutral!

- but their application
differs, based on gender

- why this difference?



1995 2008 2015

Government Decree on on the entry into 
force of the law on the entry into force of 
the Council of Europe Convention on 
preventing and combating violence against 
women and domestic violence and on the 
entry into force of provisions falling within 
the scope of the convention's legislation



1995 2008 2015

Istanbul Convention (2011):

Council of Europe Convention on preventing and combating violence 
against women and domestic violence (CETS No. 210)



1995 2008 2015



1995 2008 2015 2016



Two new Supreme Court 
precedents 2016:
- KKO:2016:24 (the parents and the circumciser 

were acquitted)

- KKO:2016:25 (the father was sentenced; the 
circumciser was acquitted)

1995 2008 2015 2016



1995 2008 2015 2016
Korkein oikeus (KKO) on antanut tänään kaksi ennakkopäätöstä, joilla on linjattu poikien 
uskonnollisista ja kulttuurisista syistä tehdyn ympärileikkauksen rangaistavuutta. Ratkaisut 
täydentävät KKO:n aiempaa linjausta, jonka mukaan muusta kuin lääketieteellisistä syystä tehty 
pojan ympärileikkaus sinällään täyttää pahoinpitelyrikoksen tunnusmerkistön, mutta ei ole 
rangaistava tilanteessa, jossa sitä voidaan pitää lapsen edun mukaisena.

Ensimmäisessä tapauksessa oli kysymys kahdesta ympärileikkauksesta, jotka muslimiperheet olivat 
teettäneet 7- ja 12-vuotiaille pojilleen. Leikkaukset oli tehty molemmissa tapauksissa kummankin 
vanhemman pyynnöstä ja ne oli suorittanut henkilö, joka ei ollut lääkäri. KKO katsoi ratkaisevaksi 
sen, että toimenpiteet oli kuitenkin tehty lääketieteellisin kriteerein arvioiden ammattitaitoisesti, ja että 
toimenpiteitä oli pidettävä poikien edun mukaisina. Toisaalta etenkin jo 12 vuotta täyttäneen lapsen 
osalta toimenpide olisi edellyttänyt hänen oman mielipiteensä selvittämistä. KKO piti ennallaan 
Helsingin hovioikeuden tuomion, jolla vanhempia ja ympärileikkaukset tehnyttä henkilöä koskevat 
yllytys- ja pahoinpitelysyytteet hylättiin.

Toisessa tapauksessa nigerialaissyntyinen isä oli kulttuuritaustastaan johtuen ympärileikkauttanut 
nelikuisen poikansa tämän suomalaisen äidin tahdon vastaisesti. Isä oli erehdyttänyt 
ympärileikkauksen suorittaneen lääkärin uskomaan, että myös lapsen äiti oli antanut toimenpiteelle 
suostumuksensa. KKO katsoi, että toimenpide olisi edellyttänyt kummankin vanhemman 
suostumuksen ja päätyi siihen, että tämä seikka oli ratkaiseva harkittaessa sitä, voitiinko 
toimenpidettä pitää lapsen edun mukaisena. KKO tuomitsi isän pahoinpitelystä sakkorangaistukseen. 
Toimenpiteen tekijänä olleen lääkärin KKO vapautti syytteestä alempien oikeusasteiden tavoin.

KKO totesi ratkaisussaan lisäksi, että Suomessa ei ole muilla kuin lääketieteellisillä perusteilla 
tehtävää ympärileikkausta koskevaa nimenomaista lainsäädäntöä. Vaikka sosiaali- ja 
terveysministeriö on antanut kysymyksestä suosituksen, se ei poista ympärileikkaukseen liittyviä 
epäselvyyksiä esimerkiksi suosituksen vastaisesti toimivien henkilöiden rangaistusvastuuseen 
liittyen.

Two new Supreme Court 
precedents 2016:
- KKO:2016:24 (the parents and the circumciser 

were acquitted)

- KKO:2016:25 (the father was sentenced; the 
circumciser was acquitted)

"Spotlight can show that the court's 
decision is partly based on a weak factual 
base, and unfounded assumptions"

(YLE Spotlight 12.9.2016, "Med kniven på 
förhuden” / ”With the knife on the 
foreskin” https://arenan.yle.fi/1-3083113)

https://arenan.yle.fi/1-3083113


The Supreme Court calls for legislation

KKO:2016:25
- ”It is unsatisfactory that the 

justification of a circumcision 
performed on other than medical 
grounds and the conditions for the 
criminal liability of the person who 
performed such a procedure have to 
be assessed on the basis of case-
specific and discretionary aspects 
when it comes to the child's 
interest.”

- ”individual case-by-case court
decisions cannot be used to 
comprehensively manage this issue”

- ”[A proper] weighing [based on the 
over-all interest of the child] is only 
possible by a legislative procedure 
based on proper preparation.”

1995 2008 2015 2016



1995 2008 2015 2016

Supreme Court KKO:2016:24

- ”Male children are also 
circumcised for medical 
reasons.”

- ”the circumcisions in this 
case have been in the best 
interest of the children”



1995 2008 2015 2016 2018

Citizens’ initiative in Finland:
Banning female genital mutilation



1995 2008 2015 2016 2018

Citizens’ initiative in Denmark:
Introduction of 18 years minimum age for circumcision of healthy children



1995 2008 2015 2016 2018 2019

Finnish citizens' initiative: Banning female 
genital mutilation
- taken in for processing by the legal 
committee in September 2019



1995 2008 2015 2016 2018 2019

Finnish citizens' initiative: Banning female genital mutilation
- taken in for processing by the legal committee in September 2019
- expert opinions collected
- hearings for called experts

- bioethical expert: Brian Earp?



1995 2008 2015 2016 2018 2019

STM:s action plan 2020-2025:
Non-Violent Childhoods



1995 2008 2015 2016 2018 2019

STM:s action plan 2020-2025:
Non-Violent Childhoods

"Resurserna för arbetet för att stoppa 
könsstympning ska tryggas"

"The Government will ensure sufficient 
resources for the work against genital 
mutilation."

"Turvataan resurssit sukuelinten silpomisen 
vastaiseen työhön."



1995 2008 2015 2016 2018 2019 2020

Finnish citizens' initiative: Banning female genital mutilation
- taken in for processing by the legal committee in September 2019
- expert opinions collected
- hearings for called experts

- bioethical expert: Brian Earp
- remitted to parliament October 2020 with two reservations
- plenary discussion and votation



Reservation 1 / Förslag 



Reservation 2 / Förslag



Omröstning

Av riksdagsledamöterna 
anser 
109: alla omnämnanden om 
pojkar borde ha strukits 

34: alla barn borde ha fått 
likvärdigt skydd i lagen 

56: tomma och borta



1995 2008 2015 2016 2018 2019 2020

Finnish citizens' initiative: Banning female genital mutilation
- taken in for processing by the legal committee in September 2019
- expert opinions collected
- hearings for called experts

- bioethical expert: Brian Earp
- remitted to parliament October 2020 with two reservations
- plenary discussion and votation
- remitted to the Government
- workgroup initiated May 2021, for planning legislative proceedings on 

FGM prohibition
- mandate until summer 2022



1995 2008 2015 2016 2018 2019 2020 2022

Finnish citizens' initiative: Banning female genital mutilation
- taken in for processing by the legal committee in September 
2019
- expert opinions collected
- hearings for called experts

- bioethical expert: Brian Earp
- remitted to parliament October 2020 with two reservations
- plenary discussion and votation
- remitted to the Government
- workgroup initiated May 2021, for planning legislative 

proceedings on FGM prohibition
- mandate until summer 2022
- mandate prolonged to November 2022
- mandate prolonged to December 2022

- parliamentary elections April 2023
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