
The Open University | FBL - Introducing W101. 29th September 2020

KAREN FOLEY: Welcome back to Student Hub Live. In this session, we're going to focus on W101.
But before we do that, let's take a quick trip to Mychelle on the Hot Desk and see
how everybody is at home. How's everyone doing, Mychelle?

MYCHELLE

PRIDE:

Naomi has suggested that we have an OU bake-off. And Abigail said she really likes
brownies. And I am definitely a brownies fan, without a doubt.

Meghan has suggested that we get Noel Fielding involved. And I think that's a
cracking idea, bring some entertainment to the OU, for sure.

KAREN FOLEY: Isn't there a baking club?

MYCHELLE

PRIDE:

And then-- I was just going to say that. Tala very kindly posted the baking club
information. So, Tala, if you could post that again, that would be wonderful. And
Katie said she's definitely going to join the baking club.

KAREN FOLEY: Oh, yes.

MYCHELLE

PRIDE:

So absolutely, yeah.

KAREN FOLEY: We have some amazing. In fact, at our Student Hub Live study skills workshops, we
invite people to send pictures of their study buddies and also their bake-offs. And I
have just been able to receive this lovely thing, which I'm going to eat in our next
break, some nice scones and raspberries. So that's super, isn't it? It's lovely being at
home sometimes.

MYCHELLE

PRIDE:

That is super. And I know the postgraduate research students are asked to bake a
cake that represents their research.

KAREN FOLEY: Oh, yes, that was amazing, actually. That was a really good and delicious challenge.
They came along and let me interview and eat some of their samples. So that was
wonderful.

MYCHELLE

PRIDE:

I was there.



KAREN FOLEY: Yes. Mm, mm, mm, mm. Anyway, we must crack on because I've got some
wonderful guests here. I'm joined by the lovely Ash Odedra, who is a student
experience manager and also an associate lecturer or tutor on W101. And Ash is a
very experienced tutor on this module, and has taught law in a whole range of
contexts, from A-Levels to postgraduate, for over 15 years.

And he is also a lifelong learner. That means that we're addicted to studying. I'm
also a lifelong learner. And is passionate about helping students find education that
will really better their lives.

And we also have Charlotte Luckhurst, who's a student experience manager and
also an associate lecturer on W101. She has also been tutoring for a long period of
time and lecturing, and has taught students from the age of 18 to 80. Can anybody
top 80 today in our chat box? I wonder. We had some very elderly people yesterday
as well who were super excited to start studying.

And Charlotte would like to inspire people to challenge their thinking and acquire a
love of learning about the law. So we've got some things we'd like you to fill in at
home. We'd like to know, what do you think studying law is about?

Now, these word clouds, you need to put three things in. Otherwise, they won't
submit. But if you can't think of three things, just put one or two in and put a full
stop or a cross.

And by the way, I must just also say, the chat's moving really, really fast, which is
cool. But if it's going too fast and you want to scroll down, there's a pin button on
the top right-hand side of the screen that you can pin, so you can see your results.
So, Ash and Charlotte, what is studying law all about then?

ASH ODEDRA: Well, I think it's interesting to sort of, first of all, think about what it's not about. It's
not about studying boring rules. It's about challenging the way you think, really.

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

But you also have to-- you also have to study the rules. You have to learn the rules
and be able to understand the underlying assumptions as to how those rules have
been created. So there's rules plus other things involved in studying law.

KAREN FOLEY: Brilliant. Let's take a look and see when we can about what our students have filled



into our word cloud. So if you haven't filled this in at home, what do you think
studying law is all about? If you could fill those in, and we'll get those results in just a
minute.

So you're saying that it's about-- we'll look at those results in just a second. But
you're saying, Ash, it's about what it's not.

ASH ODEDRA: Mm.

KAREN FOLEY: Why is that important?

ASH ODEDRA: Because I think before you study law, you tend to think of law as being this kind of
black-and-white, you know, the law is the law. But it's not always like that. The more
you look into it and the more you study it, your thinking will change. And there's
different interpretations, different ways you can see the same thing.

KAREN FOLEY: So it's not sort of static. There are different interpretations or different aspects, are
there, that are important to introduce.

ASH ODEDRA: Absolutely, absolutely. There's the right and the wrong. You know, there are certain
rules that you have to follow.

You can't steal. You can't murder. But sometimes in certain situations, it's not always
like that. If you're hungry, sometimes people think that's justified because there's a
moral aspect to it, too.

KAREN FOLEY: Now, this is quite interesting, because I think very often people think that law is a lot
about the content. It's about knowing certain cases, certain amounts of content. But
actually, a lot of the important things are around the skills, the argument, the way in
which we start to shift thinking. Charlotte, can you tell us more?

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Definitely. So there is certainly a lot of reading to do around law. You have to read
cases. You have to read text. You have to read statutes.

But you also have to develop an ability to argue. So it's only about-- it's only as you
start to think about the assumptions that are underlying all of these rules, and these
cases, and these statutes that we study, it's only once you start thinking about the
context behind that, whether it's moral or political or social, that you start to



develop an ability to argue about what the law is, not only what the law is but
perhaps what the law should be, whether the law needs changing because of some
other pressures that are being brought to bear.

KAREN FOLEY: Interesting. Well, I think this is a really good time to look and see what our audience
have said when we ask, what is studying the law about? So we've got some very
interesting words here. Learning and fairness are coming up as very key words.

But the other things that we've had are things like legal system, challenge, how we
keep control, justice, how society is run, dedication, principles, but also some of the
skills. But interesting things that-- like morality, equity coming in here is very
important, in addition to some of the key skills that students are going to pick up on.
I wonder if we can look at that. You've both mentioned the ideas around ethics and
the sense that things shift dependent on what's happening there. Can you give us a
sort of example, I guess, about how a law may be dynamic in that sort of way?

ASH ODEDRA: Well, one of the key areas of law, and one of the rules that people kind of
commonly understand is that murder is bad. It's wrong. It's illegal to kill somebody.

But when you think about it from another perspective, and you look at a case-- for
example, one of the cases you could be looking at is a case that's over 120 years
old that is still used now, which was a case where four people were shipwrecked.
And they were starving, and they were cast adrift. And they had to decide on who to
kill in order for the others to survive.

So when they were rescued, the ones that survived were tried for murder. And there
was a lot of public outcry, because at that time the penalty for murder was the
death penalty. And people felt a lot of sympathy for these so-called murderers who
in one respect had to do what was necessary for them to survive.

Otherwise, all of them would have survived. So it's not always black and white, cut
and dry, the law. And there's that kind of moral and social aspect to it.

KAREN FOLEY: Well, we've asked people at home whether they think that in their opinion it's ever
morally right to kill another human being. So would you like to see the results, Ash?

ASH ODEDRA: Yes, absolutely, yes.



KAREN FOLEY: Perfect. So 61% here have said no. 32% have said maybe. An 8% have said yes. So
comments then from our panel.

ASH ODEDRA: So, I mean, I guess-- Charlotte on this one.

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Well, I was going to say that there's an argument sometimes that killing is justified
for the greater good. So in the example that Ash spoke about, the case of Dudley
and Stephens, you could argue that the needs of the three shipwrecked sailors
outweighed the needs of the one person who was killed and, very sadly, eaten so
that the others could survive. But on the other hand, if you were the one that was
killed and eaten, then of course you would have completely the opposite
perspective. So concepts of justice and fairness are quite subjective really,
depending on who you are, and the situation, and the circumstances at the time.

KAREN FOLEY: Absolutely. But, I mean, this is-- to be fair, this is quite a sort of old-fashioned type
thing. We don't really have many shipwrecks anymore. We don't really have to eat
our colleagues and stuff. So it's all sort of well and good, but how might this sort of
thing be relevant now?

ASH ODEDRA: Well--

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

OK, so this is where-- oh, over to you, Ash, go on.

ASH ODEDRA: Well, I was just going to say that there was a far more recent case in the year 2000,
where there were two conjoined twins. And both of them would have died if doctors
hadn't conducted an operation to, unfortunately, sacrifice one for the other one to
survive. Now, if they did nothing, both of them would have died. But they had to
sacrifice one for the other one to survive.

So it would be interesting to see what students think about their perceptions of
what-- how that challenges the laws of murder, because there is a moral aspect to
that. Surely two babies dying is worse than one of them dying for the other one to
live.

KAREN FOLEY: Well, let's see what people said. I mean, they've been reflecting on some of the
other-- the previous case. And Nicholas says that killing can occur in self-defence
situations.



Mitchell says, what if someone's trying to kill someone that you love? And James
says, but that wouldn't make it moral. And Mitchell says, James, it isn't moral to--
isn't it moral to protect innocent other people as well?

So it's very, very interesting as well in terms of the feedback. And I'm sure we'll get
some other feedback on this case of the twins. What was the situation with the
parents then?

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Well, the parents went to court. Sorry, the doctors went to court because they
wanted to get a declaration that they were-- they could legally carry out the
operation knowing that one of the babies would die. And the parents challenged the
doctors because they didn't wish the operation to be carried out at all.

So you could see that there are very different perspectives here, the doctors
obviously wanting to do what they thought would benefit the greater good, in other
words, to ensure the survival of one of the twins, whereas the parents had very
strong moral objections to the operation and that intervention being carried out at
all.

KAREN FOLEY: So what happened?

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Well, the court granted the declaration in favour of the doctors. So you could say
that killing for the greater good in that situation, if you can call it the greater good--
there's no good outcomes really in that situation at all. But killing for the greater
good on a purely kind of balance of outcomes was justified in that particular
situation.

KAREN FOLEY: So this is something then that influences other things. I mean, you're sort of using
these as cases, which I guess explore some of these moral ethics principles, values,
et cetera. And then what happens to those? Because my understanding of law is
that very often these things come into play. And they set precedents or things that
will sort of affect what happens in future. And this was one of those cases.

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Yes, that's right. This was one of those cases, but it's a very unusual case. But we
can see that the influence of the case of 120 years ago, Dudley and Stephens, with
the shipwrecked sailors, although the facts are quite different in the case of the



conjoined twins over 100 years later, the same principle is taken from the old case.
And that's what we call legal precedent, the precedent that examines whether
there's any justification ever for killing somebody.

KAREN FOLEY: Interesting. Well, Kirstie says that if one of the twins was proven as viable, then she
thinks it was the right thing to do. Kirstie says, these moral dilemmas are
fascinating. And they absolutely are.

Wait till you meet some colleagues in the philosophy department. That will blow
your mind. I think law is very sensible in light of all of that.

Mitchell says, I don't see the distinction between yes and maybe. If it is ever moral,
it has to be a yes, then a maybe, surely. So interesting point there as well. So this
has prompted much discussion from the students. Anything you'd like to feed back
on, either of you?

ASH ODEDRA: Yeah, well, I think it's quite complex because there's also religious aspects to that.
And law, and morality, and religion are kind of interlinked in some way. So some
people would take a very-- their morals are based on religion, as opposed to the law.

And if the law permits a necessity, murder in the cases of necessity, whereas
religion doesn't, you end up with quite an interesting tension. And I think what's
interesting about these is we've kind of looked at the past, an old case. We've
looked at one that is kind of in the present, which is the one about the twins.

But it also-- there is actually a future kind of aspect to this, too, in the sense that
we're still deciding on whether or not we should have laws dealing with euthanasia,
so this thing about should people be able to kill someone they love if they see them
dying, and they're in some kind of-- they've got some kind of terminal disease. So
these principles, these kind of-- the way that law shapes over time is, it's quite
interesting. And one of the good things about studying law is that students get to
appreciate and look at the past, look at the present, and think about the future, too.

KAREN FOLEY: Absolutely. So we've talked about some of these ways in which these cases can then
sort of set precedence. And I guess one of the things that students will meet is how
these rules are then sort of generated in terms of Acts of Parliament. But I wonder,
Charlotte, if you can give us an example that the students may meet on the course,



maybe something from parliamentary law for example, that looks at how we're
responding to some of these changing attitudes.

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Well, that's so interesting. Just to pick up on something that Ash said, people have
tried to put pressure on Parliament to make a law which allows for assisted dying. So
where a person perhaps has a terminal illness, has not got long to live. They wish to
end their life, but they're physically not capable of doing it.

So at the moment, if you got your relative to help you to die, then your relative
would be convicted of murder. So there is a lot of pressure being brought to bear on
Parliament. Twice Parliament has tried to introduce law-- a law that allows for
assisted dying. But twice it's fell-- it's fallen at the first hurdle.

So we can see that as a law student studying law, you have to think about all of
these ethical and moral assumptions and considerations. But at the same time, you
need to know about the nuts and bolts of how law is made to think about why a law
was introduced, what made it fall, why didn't it progress any further, why didn't it
get onto the statute books. So there's all sorts of different considerations coming
into play there, as well as knowing what the law is. We need to look at all of those
contextual aspects.

KAREN FOLEY: And it's also not only the context of the morality and religious aspects, but also
what society views. I mean, relationships have been one area that have changed
substantially in recent times in terms of who we consider it appropriate to be in
relationships with and how the law then impacts on that.

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Mm-hmm. Yeah.

ASH ODEDRA: Yes, I mean, historically, the laws dealing with same-sex marriages have only just
changed in the last 20 or so years. Historically, it was illegal to be in a relationship
with someone of the same sex. And now that's changed.

And so the Civil Partnership Act was introduced because society has changed. And
attitudes have changed. And that-- the law has to constantly meet those changes.

Another example would be fox hunting, for example. People feel very strongly about
the rights of animals, et cetera. And what to some would seem like a very morally



kind of right decision, which is to ban hunting, actually took a very long time in
Parliament because there were lots of kind of arguments on either side of that.

And the processes that laws have to go through are also quite complex. So that's
one of the great things that students will get to learn on this course, how difficult it
is to actually make these changes, even though that some of these issues are
maybe not as controversial as others.

KAREN FOLEY: Absolutely. Kylie says she's not studying law, but the dilemmas sound so interesting.
Michelle says, OK, this is making me rethink my course choice. Nicholas, "Enjoying
the discussion."

And Lydia makes a really good point. Different cultures and countries have different
moral standards. None of them is right or wrong. But they're just very different.

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

That's true.

KAREN FOLEY: And that international context is incredibly interesting. Brexit, for example, plays a
whole host of issues around that for us right now as well. So can you tell us a little
bit about, then, these shifts in, I guess, what we view as acceptable and what we
campaign for, and then changes that the law makes as a result of some of those?
It's this process, isn't it, that students are going to get to grips with, Charlotte?

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Yeah, that's right. So Ash has mentioned civil partnerships. So that was-- civil
partnerships were legalised in 2004 with the Civil Partnerships Act. And that was the
result of decades of campaigning to give same-sex couples the legal-- same legal
rights as opposite-sex couples.

But there wasn't quite equality in 2004 because same-sex couples couldn't marry.
So nearly 10 years-- no, 9 years after the Civil Partnerships Act, finally pressure was
brought to bear on Parliament to make a law that allowed same-sex couples to
marry so that there was full equality between same-sex and opposite-sex couples.
So we can see that process of campaigning from firstly the legalisation of
homosexual relationships, then to giving them legal rights under civil partnerships,
and then finally giving them full equality under the Same Sex Marriage Act in 2013.



KAREN FOLEY: Brilliant.

ASH ODEDRA: Absolutely. And the law isn't like a-- it's not like a magic wand. Things don't change
automatically. And that-- this has happened stage by stage.

KAREN FOLEY: Mm-hmm. Michelle Mitchell says, surely it would make sense to have a civil
partnership for the state to recognise a relationship between a couple for legal
reasons. And marriage should be left to the religions from which it came.

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Yes, perhaps.

ASH ODEDRA: Absolutely. And now--

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Yeah.

ASH ODEDRA: Right, people from same-sex marriages can have-- now have the same rights in
terms of have a civil partnership. They don't have to get married in the religious
context anymore. So in a sense, there's property equality now for everybody. And
that's really exciting.

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Yeah.

KAREN FOLEY: Brilliant. One of the things people have been filling in at home is some of the things
that students need to know to study law. So let's take a look at the poll in which we
ask students.

So here's what they said. 77% say that they need to know about how laws are made
in Parliament. The next popular is about how society thinks of these issues, what
individuals think of these issues, and how these things have worked. So very
interesting take here in terms of what priorities are for students, because as we
said, it's not a dry subject. What are our panel's responses to this, Ash and
Charlotte?

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

Well, I think there are certain dry elements of the law. But you've also got to think
about the wider purpose of why you're studying the process of Parliamentary



lawmaking. And while you might have to study the rules, which were created by
courts in cases, which we know is binding precedents, you'll also need to know why
the courts came to that decision that they did and not to an opposite decision.

So there's a mixture of both. Yes, you've got to learn rules. You've got to learn
processes. You've got to learn nuts and bolts of how the legal system works, but for
a much wider purpose so that you can get into the really interesting stuff that we've
been talking about, and those moral dilemmas that we face and that the law deals
with.

KAREN FOLEY: Wonderful. Well, we asked people at home, is there more to studying law than you
think? Let's see what they said. 96% say yes. I think we've sparked a huge level of
interest, Charlotte and Ash, in this subject.

CHARLOTTE

LUCKHURST:

That's great.

KAREN FOLEY: It's been a wonderful discussion. Thank you both so much for coming and sharing
this with us and inspiring us. And if you're a law student out there, I hope this gives
you an indication of some of the excellent teaching and quality of associate
lecturers that you're going to meet on your study journey with the Open University.
And it's also raised some of the issues and some of the skills and ways of thinking
that you're going to get to grips with in your studies. How exciting.

Don't worry if you're studying business. We also have some wonderful colleagues
that we're going to introduce you to in our next section. And you'll always have the
law colleagues for good discussion and debate.

So we're going to show you some videos now. We're going to show you a video from
Louise Ravenscroft about balancing work, life, and study, and Brian Sinhauer about
coping with high study intensity. Grab a cup of tea and a cake, and I'll see you after
this next video for our session where we hear from some students. See you then.

[MUSIC PLAYING]


