Chapter Three – Methodology

By recoginsing and understanding the idea behind the literature review, child and finance related issues are a contemporary challenge that is faced by public sectors in England and Wales. The intention behind this section of research is to acquire a greater understanding of what the general public believe to be contemporary issues with divorce and whether they fully understand the new Divorce, Dissolution, and Separation Act (2020). In addition, the knowledge and information acquired through the literature review will be put on contrast with the general public’s beliefs. With the intention of establishing whether the public is educated enough and if further understanding is needed. Therefore, by taking the nature of the subject and the sensitivity it presents, this chapter will provide descriptive reasoning as to what research methods shall be chosen and will consider aspects such as strengths and weaknesses of each research method, as well as ethnical aspects that will ultimately guide the research in obtaining crucial information. 


3.1 Research Onion

The research onion is a framework developed by Saunders et al (2016) to aid students with their research methodology. It allows students to set foundations with regards to their research and by considering each layer of the research onion, researchers will be capable of facing issues regarding data collection and analysis procedures. This study will follow the structure of the research onion to ensure that all steps of research are taken with the intention to benefit the study completely and to produce a respective set of results.


3.2 Research Philosophy

[bookmark: _Int_l5MeKtbu]The research onion has foundations where it describes that ontological and epistemological are the two beliefs research is fundamental built upon (Slevitch, 2011). Moon & Blackman (2017) refer to an ontological perspective as the understanding of nature of the subject, how authentic it is and how its presence can be interpreted and understood. Essentially, an ontological perspective determines how the researcher looks at information and what can be extracted from it, based on whether any assumptions or beliefs were present that formed their approach in research. On the other hand, Al-Ababneh (2020) refers to epistemology as the research of nature of knowledge. It describes the epistemological perspective as a guidance for researchers about interpreting the nature of a specific subject and how one can find, explain and validate it for a particular study or research. Both ontological and epistemological perspectives might come across as sounding similar but when put in practice it allows researchers to see information from different perspectives and ultimately draw different conclusions. This research will use an epistemological perspective as it will require finding participant’s opinions on child and finance issues and DDSA2020 involvement with modern-day divorce. This is essential as the researcher’s beliefs and assumptions are unnecessary and the study should focus on what the participants believe and draw a conclusion on that. 
Although the research onion presents four philosophies, focusing on one philosophy and using it as guidance will allow the researcher to gather and analyse information differently in the end (Saunders et al, 2016). By considering qualitative data, interpretivism is used to form a conclusion that seems sensible for the nature of the subject and any results it may produce (Nickerson, 2024). According to Elster (2007), the interpretivism research philosophy concerns the approach taken by researchers regarding a character's nature in social and cultural contexts. Moreover, interpretivism suggests that each person has their own subjective opinion and understanding of reality, and that research must revolve around people’s beliefs and ideas to achieve a further understanding (Pervin & Mokhtar, 2022). On the other hand, interpretivism may be a negative due to potential inconsistency. According to Kaptchuk (2003) the interpretivism research philosophy can lead to inconsistent results since subjective aspects of research cannot be measured as effectively as objective aspects. Meaning that the importance of a set of results can be potentially ignored or overlooked. Due to the nature of the study, analysing the subjectivity of participants against what the literature review presents is in need as the main objective of this research is to determine whether the general public understands modern-day divorce, issues surrounding it, as well as if further reform is needed. Therefore, this research will follow the interpretivism research philosophy.



3.3 Research Approach 

The second layer of the research onion consists of inductive and deductive methods of research (Melnikovas, 2018). Once deciding the interpretivism philosophy, it is understood that the inductive research approach would be the most appropriate for this given study. Kuczynski & Daly (2003) suggests that an inductive approach is beneficial for a study as it allows the researcher to develop a theory. Gabriel (2013) suggests that an inductive approach is when the researcher obtains information by observing the study and analysing any patterns or differences with the intention to generate theories and is usually linked to qualitative data. The need for developing a theory is significant as it will determine the public's perception on contemporary issues with modern-day divorce and therefore will produce a conclusion as to why the divorce law needs or does not need further change. 


3.4 Methodological Choice

Upon considering the fourth layer of the research onion, Plato Clark (2017) refers to the mixed method as a way in which researchers can mix both qualitative and quantitative data sets to produce a single set of data. According to Caudle (2004), qualitative data refers to any non-numerical information collected through methods of research like interviews or observations. It is considered that a person’s own opinion and input within a study is of quality, that can benefit the scope of the research and produce a more confident conclusion. Albers (2017) refers to quantitative data as numerical information that represents value within a study. Such data can be analysed far simpler than qualitative data as it can be transferred into charts or graphs. For example, the average age or most common gender of participants. In addition, the Office for Health Improvement and Disparities (2020) suggests that by utalising the mixed method, the researcher can overcome limitations. Turner et al (2017) suggests that such limitations can be overcome by using triangulation. Turner et al (2017) further explains that triangulation is the usage of multiple data, such as qualitative and quantitative, to validate findings.


3.5 Research Strategy

[bookmark: _Int_bLHADm9a][bookmark: _Int_uzIUTCti]According to Tsitsianis & Lovino (2020), the research strategy concerns any methods and strategies used to receive information efficiently. For instance, the chosen research strategy will be a survey. Macdonald (2012) refers to action theory (survey) as a method of research that can collect information over a period of time without the need of the researcher's participation. Shackleton et al (2022) describes that a survey can formulate qualitative and quantitative responses, depending on the researcher's input. Therefore, such use of a survey can allow the researcher to analyse responses as a group or individually, expanding quality of research and therefore, formulate a more convincing conclusion. Moreover, Neha (2021) explains that online surveys tend to be utalised more often than interviews as surveys can access a larger group of participants, ensuring sustainability and diversity of research.


3.6 Time Horizon 

The time horizon section from the research onion refers to the amount of time needed to complete the study and concerns the idea whether research shall be conducted within a small or large time period (Saunders et al 2016). Bryman (2016) explains that a cross sectional time horizon concerns data collection within a specific period. Wang & Cheng (2020) suggests that the use of a cross sectional time horizon is beneficial since it is far simpler and quicker in obtaining information. Therefore, it is reasonable to consider this time horizon when taking academic deadlines into account. In addition, the anticipated period in which data shall be collected will be between two to four weeks, which allows the continuation of data analysis and conclusion chapters before the academic deadline.





3.7 Techniques for Data Collection, Processes and Analysis

[bookmark: _Int_G3HgOwm3]The last layer of the research onion consists of the final processes used to ensure the study's validity and reliability through qualitative and quantitative data sets (Saunders et al. 2016). Since this research will be revolving around a survey, it will be capable of obtaining primary data. Such data will be obtained by utalising open and closed questions with the use of Google Forms. Stallard (2019) explains that an open question allows the participant to answer in detail. For example, ‘what is your opinion?’ Whereas a closed question limits the participant to answer shortly and directly, such as ‘yes’ or ‘no’ questions. In addition, Wright (2017) argues that utalising an online survey is beneficial for research since the use of internet can allow any individual direct access to the survey, wherever and whenever they want. Once enough data is collected, the use of Google Form’s facilities will be beneficial to produce graphs and thematic analysis of qualitative data to identify patterns and differences within the participants’ responses (Braun & Clarke, 2006).

3.7.1 Sampling 

[bookmark: _Int_OA0js0hb]According to Mujere (2016), sampling within a study determines how many participants will respond to the survey willingly. Mujere (2016), stresses that sampling an entire population is merely impossible and setting such high standards is unnecessary. Therefore, the ideal sample group will be within the UK. Not only to make this research simpler, but also the nature of research mainly concerns UK law.

3.7.2 Reliability and Validity

[bookmark: _Int_4zZYrzZO]According to Bruton (2000), the term reliability in research refers to the methods and procedures taken to achieve results and that if such research was to be conducted in the future, using the same methods and procedures should produce similar results. Therefore, in order to be certain that reliability is present. All methods and procedures of research and survey must be explained in detail. According to Brewer & Crano (2000), validity refers to the intention of the study and whether the results meet the intention. Moreover, Brewer and Crano (2000) suggest that to ensure validity, the researcher must clarify their intentions with the study by encouraging the participants to answer in a way that will benefit the researcher with their conclusion. Essentially, the researcher must ask the participants to answer responsibly towards the topic. Therefore, if the researcher cannot formulate a conclusion from the study, it will fall upon the participants lack of understanding towards the topic or human error.

3.7.3 Limitations 

The identification of limitations is essential when considering that data collection can be altered. Ross & Bibler Zaidi (2019) elaborates that the researcher must take into consideration potential limitations and that understanding such potential will allow the researcher to take extra measures to ensure that no detriment will occur during data collection. The most apparent limitation within this study is sampling. Since sampling data will revolve around social media, the sample size will be limited to people who have access to such social media and internet. Patten & Perrin (2015), explain that elderly people might not have access to social media or internet, which can affect the diversity of the data. This limitation is of high importance due to the nature of the subject. It is necessary to acquire a range of age in respondents to understand, analyse and explain each age group’s opinions towards modern day divorce. Lastly, this subject can be potentially sensitive for some. This research will ensure that all participants will be voluntarily willing to read potentially sensitive content, as well as all participants must be over the age of 18.








 
