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A NOTE ON TRANSLITERATION

Except for the (°) to signify the Arabic letter ‘ayn (as in ‘Umar or Shari’ah) and’ to
represent the hamza (as in Qur’an). The Hamza itself is only used when it occurs within a
word (as in Qur’an) but not when it occurs at the end (thus ’ulama rather than ulama’). In
the interest of consistency, the spellings of Arabic and Urdu words, and of Muslim names
follow the convention used for Arabic consonants by the International Journal of Middle

East Studies. The table of the transliteration is in Figure 1.

TRANSLITERATION TABLE FOR ARABIC WITH
UNICODE
Arahic Capltal Small Arahbe Caplial Snmll ketter
Letter letter and ketter and Letter ledter and and Unlcode
Unkaode Unlcode 1 mlceadle
] A a b ¥ t
- N [ XA 1 Enip
e 1] h & £ ¥
- 1E92 1E95
[ T t E . -
& [ ] {15
O ‘T th £ il -
3 1 ] - F -
T il ) a 0 -
1EX4 1835
F el KN kh < K -
a D d n L -
a [$11] dh ~ M -
& R r < N -
) 7 z > W -
(= S - » ll -
) S Sh F LY -
wa ¥ ¥ " :
1EG2 1563 iR
e D d
1E0C 10D
Dauble
Shart vowuels Laap Vonels vowels
n A ' A ik aw = 3yt
O14an o101
1 1 ! 1 | § ag = W
0M2A 2B
7 Y] Y ] a
01GA DIGHE
Input of transcripi:
1. Insert the approgaiate Lhnicode.
2. Hald domn the *Alr key oa the Jeft side of the keyboard and paess the letter 'X' ar *C*
3. nhe result nppears on the screen




ABSTRACT

The field of biotechnology is not static but progressing day by day. Genome Editing
technology CRISPR edits the genes that carry diseases and also edits the heritable physical
and behavioral characteristics for the production of "designer babies™ which poses threats
to rights of unborn child. This thesis deals with the main legal question that whether the
unborn child is a person to demand the protections and rights and what type of rights it has
that would be infringed by the application of this technology. The previous existing
literature only discusses the pros and cons of Genome Editing and ignores its relation with
the threat to the rights of unborn child. In comprehensive study through critical and
analytical research method, this thesis identifies the status of unborn child as a person and
its rights and liabilities in Western and Islamic Jurisprudence with reference to Genome
Editing. This thesis analyses the case laws of Common Law Jurisdictions and the Human
Right Courts for the determination of established rights and liabilities. This thesis explores
and analyses the ignored treatment of unborn child in current insufficient set of rights under
the International Laws. The legislatures as hesitant to grant unborn status of person,
disparaged the status of unborn and infringes the rights of potential human. By taking
critical and analytical methods through qualitative conduct of research this thesis provides
the framework for countering this emerging challenge by incorporating the preventive
measures and balancing approach to the rights of unborn, parent and of scientific

researchers.

Key Words: CRISPR, Genome Editing, International Human Rights Law, Jurisprudence,
Personhood, Pakistan, Rights, Liabilities, Unborn Child
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