Objective 1: 

[bookmark: _Int_VJMVbIt8][bookmark: _Int_ziE9VAx9][bookmark: _Int_fOeT8owF][bookmark: _Int_PkkTfIpz][bookmark: _Int_yx0J0j7y]According to Aktar (2022), the protection of the best interest of children should be a parent's priority due to the profound consequences maltreatment may impose on the child's well-being in the future. Regardless of whether maltreatment is physical or psychological, it must be in a parent's best interest to protect children as much as possible, in order to grant them the opportunity to thrive in aspects such as education or socialising between friends. Mok, et al (2018) elaborates that children of separated parents and families are at an increased risk of being abused that of any other child. This imposes the issue with regards to separation and the fact that parents who are not careful during a divorce process are more likely to subject their children to potential harm and abuse. Moreover, Hess and Camara (1979) explained that if parents hold a mutual and respective relationship, it will highly reduce the chances of negative development within children post-divorce. With this in mind, it can be assumed that divorced parents must maintain a healthy relationship in order to lower the chances of maltreatment and abuse, ultimately to ensure the child’s well-being and safety. In order to ensure the child's well-being, NSPCC (2020) explains how correct and suitable communication is needed between children and parents. NSPCC (2020) proposes parental behaviours that may be helpful to uphold during the process of a divorce, so that the child does not feel detriment and ultimately, less negative brain development will occur. It explains that open and honest communication is necessary but having the child’s age in mind, so that they can understand the topic fully and correctly, upholding routines such as taking the child to school or hobbies, so that the child does not feel like there is an imbalance in their day-to-day life, and finally avoiding expressing negative feelings and behaviours such as blaming. It is said that children should not be a part of the any arguments between the spouses and that it must be kept between themselves and not reflected on the child. Moreover, the UK Government (2024) stresses how mediation during a divorce process might be what parents need to finalise decisions and resolve conflicts with regards to children. UK Government (2024) explains how mediation can help divorced parents agree on where the child may live, when they see each parent, child maintenance payments, and if necessary, what type of communication is suitable for the child between parents. Ultimately, mediation can help facilitate discussions that otherwise would not be resolved, find solutions that benefit everyone but most importantly, the child involved. 

World Health Organisation (2019) stresses how ensuring that a child has a safe and stable environment is important for their brain development. Apart from the health benefits by not being around harmful substances or dirt, World Health Organisation (2019) explains that sustaining a stable environment for the child in general will help with regards to their life-long cognitive abilities, socio-emotional and physical potential. Moreover, Hetherington (1979) describes how most children may find divorce to be a difficult transition in life. Taking the presented statements into consideration, it must be understood that a child’s well-being is at a serious risk during the process of a divorce and that apart from sustaining basic needs such as ensuring a clean-living environment for the child. A child living through the process of a divorce is on its own a harmful process that needs to be taken control of, so they do not get affected emotionally and potentially physically. 

[bookmark: _Int_F5YFwU3v][bookmark: _Int_sSDC1BPv][bookmark: _Int_1YSwMyI8]The protection of children in any case or situation in the UK is the government’s paramount consideration (Children Act 1989). Meaning that without exception, if the well-being of a child is at risk of any kind, the government has the duty and obligation to act on it. Through a combination of laws and policies the UK government uphold, safeguarding measures seen by charities and organisations can be noted as successful due to how efficient and promoting the law is towards the protection of children. For instance, section 47 of the Children Act (1989) suggests that if any public body, that being police or child protection services, has the reasonable suspicion that a child is or is likely to suffer significant harm, it is their statutory obligation to make an action through necessary means. Regarding divorce, this act plays a crucial role for public bodies such as the police as it sets out stable grounds to take action if a situation arises where a child is being abused. Furthermore, UK Government (2023) published an official statutory guidance that will alter the way multi-agencies work with regards to child welfare. The guidance outlines key aspects of child-related issues and safeguarding measures that must be taken in order to improve and promote the welfare of children. One of which is how the guidance directly addresses the police and how the police and other police community support officers must be correctly trained to efficiently identify whether a child is in danger. To elaborate, in the unfortunate event where a child may be subjected to harm due to a divorce. Many safeguarding measures are implemented by the UK government to identify and prevent such events from happening. From government supported charities such as NSPCC to creating legislation for the exact purpose of protecting children in the case of abuse, it can be seen that the government do have the intention to protect children in general. Although the attempted efforts made by the government seem to be efficient, Statista Research Department (2019) presented the number of cruelties to children in the UK was at its highest in 2022/23, with more than 30,000 reported cases. Moreover, according to Hewitt (2001), after conducting research on child abuse cases, half of them cases occurred post-divorce. 





Objective 2:

Apart from child-related issues, divorce may come with a series of difficulties that may hold a lot of value to a person like having a child. Smith (1997) refers to child-related issues as important and should be every parent's first concern, but experiencing finance and property-related issues may come just as stressful and may affect each spouse significantly post-divorce. For instance, Crowe-Urbaniak (2020) refers to the modern-day process of division of assets as complex and uncertain due to the nature of the practice. Equifax (2023) outlines the difficulties when dividing assets and explains that unless there is a mutual agreement, the final resort will always be attending a court hearing to decide who receives what during a divorce, affecting the cost of the process. Moreover, in the case of divorced spouses attending a court hearing, the court will consider factors such as whether contracts took place during the marriage, the greater income holder, or any debt involved. These factors essentially determine whether there should be an equal split in assets or if one would not be affected by the unequal split due to their financial advantage. This is because, by law, there is no set formula or procedure to divide one's assets post-divorce. It is based situationally and considered by court (Royal London, 2024). Contracts or agreements that take place during the marriage are important to consider since both parties agreed on terms that are either favourable or that will or have caused detriment to both equally. For instance, Sweetman (2023) explains that if married couples experience detriment such as debt, then both parties hold that debt equally, assuming it was created with the intention to benefit and support them both during the marriage, for example, a mortgage. With everything considered, divorce comes with an equal split of responsibilities between the spouses to ensure fairness and that if a decision was made during a marriage, that decision and the consequences will stay after the marriage unless resolved. 

[bookmark: _Int_lQ3giZww][bookmark: _Int_v4kznbID]Alimony or spousal maintenance in the UK refers to any financial support given by one spouse to the other following a divorce or separation. With the aim of underlining any economic disparity between the parties, it ensures that both spouses can maintain a living standard after the separation (McMullen, 2011). Under section 25 of the Matrimonial Causes Act (1973), courts will determine and take into consideration a number of factors to calculate the total sum of spousal maintenance that is due for the other ex-partner. Section 25 states that factors include income, earning capacity, financial demands and contributions, duration of the marriage and age of parties. Such factors are taken into account to ensure that both parties are supported, and one does not endure detriment post-separation. Whether spousal support is fair depends on specific circumstances and is subjective because courts determine alimony (Burns, 2013). For instance, the case of McFarlane v McFarlane (2006) faced critisism due to the amount of spousal support Mrs. McFarlane received. Within the case, it is described that Mr. McFarlane is a successful man whom was ordered to pay £250,000 per annum to his former wife who had lost the potential to earn a great amount of money due to her marriage and pregnancy. Such cases underline how one party might feel like they have been treated unfairly due to the law and the subjective decision making of courts. To conclude, more often it is reasonable to say that alimony will take place as according to Fisher & Low (2009), post-divorce, males are more likely to be financially wealthier. Through research and sampling, Fisher & Low (2009) concluded that a divorced male is more likely to have an increase in household income by 23%, whereas a women’s household income is more likely to drop by 31% post-divorce. Although uncertain, this suggests there is a possibility of a financial disparity regardless of the cause and therefore, it is reasonable for courts to consider alimony due to statistics and probability.

[bookmark: _Int_3QS4lVWw]Such journey of separation may inflict emotional consequences as suggested by Kessler (2018). It was described that the identification of emotional and mental consequences within fathers and mothers post-divorce had remained stable in numbers. Experiencing emotional consequences such as depression or anger post-divorce is far more common than expected according to Cameron (2008). The research identified that it is inevitable that at least one-party experiences emotional consequences, but the party who initiates the divorce are the ones who are more likely to have emotional detriment in the future and that being completely happy post-divorce is highly unlikely. Furthermore, research conducted by Amato and Hohmann-Marriott (2007) indicates the likelihood of experiencing happiness or sadness post-divorce. Without taking negative aspects of the spouses and considering the quality of the relationship alone, the study concludes that couples who experienced “high distress” during the marriage are the ones who are more likely to experience happiness post-divorce. Vise versa, couples who experienced low distress are the ones who are more likely to feel detriment post-separation. Such happiness or sadness are identified due to the sudden life changes divorce presents and the emotional repercussions of divorce are many-sided. Meaning there are many aspects that contribute to feeling emotion post-divorce, that can inevitably affect an individual's quality of life.

Objective 3

The UK’s divorce law was considered stable, and that the creation of the previous divorce law (Matrimonial Causes Act (1973)) was not to make divorce difficult, but to make divorce an absolute resolution where the marriage had irreversibly broken down (Saunders, 1983). According to Fairbairn (2019), the Matrimonial Causes Act (1973) provided married individuals with a rational opportunity to carry out a divorce unless both parties agreed to do so. Within the act, it presented the opportunity to prove to courts that the marriage had irreversibly broken down by proving one or more of the five following facts: unreasonable behaviour, adultery, desertion, separation of two years with consent, and separation of five years without consent. The word rational is subjective but these five facts had a stable ground for reasonable divorce until the consideration of children. Justice Secretary & Lord Chancellor Rt Hon Robert Buckland QC MP explained that although there should be a fair approach to divorce with regards to both parties, the law should not interfere with protection of children and that a reform and introduction of the new DDSA (2020) will prevent conflict between spouses during the divorce process. It was described that there had been a “blame game” just to receive a divorce which unnecessarily affected families in the UK (Ministry of Justice, 2020). The new DDSA (2020) presents the idea of no-fault divorce, meaning none of the parties are to blame whenever and that no fault is to be put on either of the parties, allowing a clean break and reducing conflict (Fairbairn, 2020). Compared to the previous long divorce proceedings, the new DDSA (2020) proposes that any divorce proceeding would take place within a 20-week window, ultimately helping spouses recover after the marriage (Lord Keen of Elie, 2019). In addition, Greatbatch & Dingwall (1999) presented the problem that spouses are more likely to encounter emotional or psychological abuse during mediation periods. This imposes the idea that in some instances, fixing a marriage is not the better option due to the difficult situation and heightened emotions one can experience. Therefore, protection for spouses from such abuse stems from the fact that abuse is more likely to occur when one is to blame, and conflict arises. Finally, by taking into consideration the number of processes that were present under the old divorce law, it can be assumed that the price of an average divorce which includes, court hearings, mediations and the application itself, would result to a great amount of money for the average person. With a total of 90,000 divorces in 2018 alone, it can be considered that a great amount of money had been spent by not only the spouses carrying out the divorce but also the legal system on judges, mediators, and solicitors (Office for National Statistics, 2019). With that in mind, the DDSA (2020) intends to cut costs of divorce for both the spouses and the government by eliminating the factor that a court hearing must be present and reducing the process to just applying for a divorce which costs a total of £593 (Dodgson, 2022).  

On the other hand, giving such power of no-fault divorce to spouses can impose the issue of an increase in divorce cases in the UK. According to the Office for National Statistics (2023), there had been an increase in divorces since, for example, 2018, where the total number of divorces reached above 90,000 to 2022 being over 110,000. Although by coincidence of the introduction of the DDSA (2020), it is uncertain and vague to consider that there is a correlation between the act's introduction and the sudden increase of divorce. One might argue that the financial strain of COVID-19 had an impact on divorce rates as described by Arraichi & GHOURDOU (2023). Arraichi & GHOURDOU (2023) presented the idea that although the DDSA (2020) was introduced, it was certain for divorces to be at a rise due to the fact that spouses who had issues within their marriage were stuck together during the lockdown period. Subsequently, increasing stress within the household and ultimately resulting to a increase in chances of divorce despite DDSA (2020). Moreover, although the process of a divorce with the introduction of DDSA (2020) had been simplified, reducing costs and emotional strain. Officials still present that the process will take 20 weeks (Lord Keen of Elie, 2019). Although still being an advantage, people that are in abusive marriages and fear for their well-being can be at risk due to how coercive a relationship can be. 






