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The DDSA has changed the way divorces can occur due to as stated within (resolution) that there is a removal of requirement to provide any evidence or reason for divorce and just by a statement of irretrievable breakdown. The act has also removed the ability for one to defend against a divorce so that they can no longer be contested by the party who has been issued the divorce. The divorce, dissolution and separation act amend the acts of matrimonial causes 1973 and the civil partnership 2004 to remove any fault-based divorces and introduces no fault divorce. No fault divorces are now the main way of separation from married couples. Within the new legislation it is only required for one of the members of the marriage to issue a statement of irretrievable breakdown and that the marriage can not continue. However, due to the DDSA this can no longer be challenged in court and have divorce proceedings stop. The need for one party to blame the others conduct has been removed as within divorce proceedings people were made to specify and accuse the other spouse of their improper conduct being the cause of their marriage breakdown. Couples are also now able to apply for a joint divorce which was not viable pre DDSA. The change to the matrimonial causes act 1973, is essentially the removal of the divorce itself being able to be challenged in court and that you can no longer defend themselves from divorce essentially trapping the other within the marriage. Couples who want to start divorce proceedings no longer have to prove that they have been separated for 2 years or longer and can begin proceedings immediately. The only way to begin divorce proceedings was to essentially force blame onto the other party for the reason of the marriage breaking down such as desertion, adultery and that the ‘petitioner finds it intolerable to live with the respondent. The civil partnership act 2004 allowed for same sex couples to have a similar legal recognition as married couples. In which the act allowed them to register and gain a legal recognition of their relationships allowing for rights related to property inheritance and pensions. It also gave same sex couples the same protections as heterosexual couples.  
 There are several advantages to the new DDSA, such as there is no longer a need to place blame on either spouse and proceedings can start generally more amicably than if one side is having to point out flaws other the other spouse which could lead to a toxic forthcoming environment within the proceedings, the reduction in a fault claim would generally be beneficial to divorce proceedings as spouses are not having top blame each other for the downfall of their marriage. Although, the other side to that is have divorces been made too easy? Thus, to the point of nullifying the reason and benefits to getting married, such as stated within the wedding vows themselves ‘til death do us part’ and ‘for better and for worse’. From a potential religious standpoint and an ethical standpoint towards marriage the DDSA has essentially removed the main points of marriage in that you are bound to your spouse eternally. The new divorce proceedings do make things much easier for spouses to settle and have their options more widely available due to the fact that they are no longer contestable in the sense of the actual divorce. This makes the proceedings faster due to the incontestability to them and also helps prevent spouses becoming forced within a marriage that they do not want to be locked within. With the ability to contest divorces removed it could also reduce fees as there is a lesser legal battle and spending far more on the actual divorce than is currently needed. One of the major negatives according to Woolley is that the process can take far longer now due to the minimum time the process of a divorce takes is now 6 months whereas before it was possible to do in a much shorter timeframe. Owens v Owens was a key case in the reformation of divorce in England and Wales as the divorce proceedings were denied on the basis that the right to marry does not entitle you to the right for a divorce and the supreme court held this however had ‘uneasy feelings’ about the result. This ultimate ruling led the government to commit to reform laws regarding divorce thus, ultimately leading to the Divorce, Dissolution and Separation act 2020.  Some may argue that the fact a divorce can now be issued without challenge that it could in theory breach a person’s civil rights as they are no longer allowed to defend themselves and that they have the right for the court to hear the views of the person on the receiving end of a no fault divorce such as stated in the Human rights act s4 in that it could be considered against a person’s civil rights. No fault divorce also allows people to become more autonomous and allows for people to be able to make greater decisions within their own lives and not have to be dictated to by specific governing bodies. There is a potential that due to the DDSA that divorces will be far easier to achieve due to no fault claims, allowing for the potential amounts of divorces to rise with the most recent publication showing that in 2021 there was a rise of 9.6% of divorces granted within England and Wales, this in theory should further increase with divorces being in theory and in practise easier to achieve due to the fact they can no longer be challenged. With the increase of divorces, it makes a grim reading for any future changes that may occur to any other points within divorce acts. No fault divorce doesn’t change or affect any potential financial settlement that could be obtained during the divorce and arguably due to the fact that no fault divorces are considered more amicable than that of previous ways of divorce, it is conceivable that this would lead to a fairer distribution of wealth and assets within the divorce. Due to no fault divorce and the minimum time for a conditional order can be granted can be 20 weeks, the discussion of child arrangements should in theory take place during that time such as schooling needs and any potential special needs that the child may have. With the act attempting to make divorce proceedings more amicable it in theory would allow for a more harmonious time for any children that may be involved in the proceedings. Frozen embryos, however, are not subject to a courts jurisdiction and cannot be distributed and divided within court. If one of the potential parents withdraws consent for the embryo there is a 12-month cooling period to establish whether the person wants to change their mind and use said embryo if within the 12-month period, it does not change they are subsequently destroyed as the law does not regard embryos as a matrimonial property. Currently the matrimonial assets are divided with the courts principle of what is fair, however, they take into account factors of the marriage such as length, financial resources, and health of the parties involved. This, however, does not entirely mean that the courts division of the assets is considered as fair. As it takes into account things that are not intentionally matrimonial property such as inheritance and pensions, this means that with a divorce there is potential for one of the parties to lose these within the proceedings. There is a proposal from the law commission to give the court the power to decide how much non matrimonial property is worth within court proceedings allowing the court to take into account individual circumstances allowing for assets to be divided up more equally. This in practise would again reduce time in court rooms and litigation and there would be a fairer and clearer guide on how assets could be divided post and during divorce. Although prenups have become more popular within modern day marriages they are not always looked upon in the substance that they have given, as they are not always deemed fit for purpose and that they are being considered fit for purpose by the law commission so that they can a greater purpose and usability in regard to divorce. One of the key downsides to the new act is that neither person has to take responsibility for the divorce and end of relationship, although this could be deemed a good thing as it removes potential anger it could also lead to greater resentment between parties as neither party is taking responsibility for the marriage breaking down and that closure may be denied to both parties as there is no acceptance from the failure of the marriage itself and that no responsibility has been taken from either side.
Overall, the DDSA has had both a negative and positive impact on divorces and separations due o the fact although it is much easier to establish grounds for divorce by just stating irretrievable break down it has also negatively impacted the meaning of marriage in the first place. The act itself has made positive steps towards divorce by attempting to make it less confrontational allowing for a more peaceful resolution, however, by doing this it does partially infringe on human rights by removing one’s ability to speak for themselves and try and maintain a marriage that they don’t believe irreconcilable. By removing the ability to contest a divorce it ultimately removes the ability to reconcile as there can now be a divorce issued with no prior warning to one being served. With that being said, by removing the ability to challenge a divorce it speeds up the process considerably allowing for things to be set in motion within 20 weeks as opposed to having to be separated prior for years allowing for proceedings to be more swift and amicable. Due to the simplified process of divorce, some may believe that it undermines any seriousness of the marriage itself as couples can dissolve the marriage without taking any steps in reconciling the marriage itself. No fault divorce also removes accountability from marriages themselves as it is possible to start proceedings without the others knowledges again undermining the process and reason for marriage itself. The impact of the DDSA ultimately is that of positive and negative due to the fact it makes divorces much more amicable and swift ,however, it also removes any reason for marriage itself as it can be dissolved almost as quickly as the marriage is formed thus potentially removing the integrity of the whole institution of marriage. Not one persons marriage is the same so these changes both have their benefits and their negatives to each person individually.
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