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Introduction 
Evidently, divorce remains to be one of the major social problems facing our contemporary society. Apart from highly impacting the lives of individuals, inside and outside the divorce parameters (directly and indirectly), this phenomenon has been observed to play a significant role in reshaping the cultures of diverse societies, for example, in the United States, it has changed the definition of family. As a consequence, the visibility nature of this issue merits a significant sociological analysis stipulated by the sociological imagination together with the three main sociological perspectives including Conflict Theory, Functionalism, and even symbolic interactionism. Therefore, after a short description of sociological imagination, this paper will broadly view the issue of divorce from the sociological imagination concepts so as to uncover the way it affects people and the society in general. Again, the paper will then describe the main ideas and concepts concerning divorce in the aforementioned sociological perspectives; revealing the issue’s expedient insights and facts.
Sociological Imagination 
In order to clearly see the existing interaction between an individual and their society, it is quite significant to develop a sociological imagination since any sociological understanding concerning social problems habitually rests heavily on the sociological imagination concept. While several individuals experiencing a social problem or problems may be perceived to own these problems alone, and are to blame for their issues, sociology comes into their defense as it stresses that personal difficulties are often entrenched in problems arising from the societal aspects (Taylor & Halovine, 2009). It is a key insight that goes beyond Mills’ argument concerning the classic distinction between personal troubles (like divorce and unemployment) and public issues (problems arising from the social structure and the society’s culture, which affect a group). Here, Mills believed that manifold societal problems assisted in accounting for the problems experienced by people, leading him to coin the term sociological imagination so as to refer to the capacity to appreciate the personal problems’ structural basis (Carl, 2011).
Thus, divorce has to be observed through the use of micro-sociology as well as macro-sociology while using the aspect of sociological imagination. In this respect, divorce can be seen to affect the family, which is a micro-sociological group, immediately and at times, drastically. on the other end, this issue affects the entire community, which is a macro-sociological group, at times long after the divorce, not to mention in various small ways which amount to more problems (Stack & Scourfield, 2015). Arguably, it can be summed up that divorce is merely an individual problem. For instance, divorce has the potential to adversely affect the economic status and future of a childless young married woman; negatively affecting her capacity to deliver basic housing together with the nourishment attributed to being an industrious citizen; an incidence that may lead to other detrimental personal, and even family impacts such as filing bankruptcy, taking low-paying jobs and having low credit scores (Taylor & Halovine, 2009). Nevertheless, the use of sociological imagination affords insight into the manner by which divorce impacts more than just her and her family; portraying that this issue affects her society in manifold ways. In this sense, filing bankruptcy will adversely affect the already unstable economy, on top of being unable to earn enough due to her low credit scores. Moreover, her spending will probably drop due to the fact that she is being pushed deeper into a low socio-economic status; hence, slowing economic growth while her situation (poverty) may probably affect her ability to afford private healthcare, forcing her to depend on public healthcare. As a result, divorce here can be seen to have become a public issue; thus, it can be noted that in order to comprehend personal problems’ effects on a public scale, sociological imagination emboldens this kind of observations. Another way crucial while using sociological imagination that can be applied in observing this young divorcee’s individual problem is embracing a macro-sociological perspective (Vaus et al, 2017). In this regard, this woman’s divorce probably originates from a deeper social problem within her culture, for instance, the cause of her divorce may have been due to the issue of poverty, bearing in mind that financial hardship is a major factor for marriage break-ups, even though there are other social issues adversely affecting marriage such as domestic violence; leading to divorce. 
Divorce Analysed from the Functionalism Perspective
According to the Functionalism perspective, a society is structured in its typical form so as to maintain its stability; hence, its survival, and it is attributed to the following main concepts: balance, harmony and evolutionary (change within the current scheme). Functionalists perceive society as one multifaceted system which endorses stability through guiding people with a social structure that presents definite social functions; maintaining that anything disrupting the current social functions or structure is a dysfunction (Taylor & Halovine, 2009). Therefore, observing divorce from a Functionalism perspective, it is evident that this issue highly contributes to the entire society’s stability. Research has it that very few divorces would actually be dysfunctional as the issue serves a purpose, for instance, many judges, lawyers as well as court officials will be employed due to divorce (Stack & Scourfield, 2015). In other words, the unemployment rate would be high if the current divorce rate was low, an aspect (unemployment) that would destabilize the social structure, meriting the claim that divorce rates have to remain where they are for social scheme survival (maintain the status quo).
Divorce Observed from the Interactionist Perspective
Archetypally, interactionist perspective/symbolic interactionism takes a broad view of the aspect of social interactions of a person as a means of perceiving society as a single component. Characterized by its core concepts: interactions, associations, and symbolic connotations, this theory sees the social order as a product of the daily exchanges, viewing people as living in a domain of expressive entities while emphasizing on the symbols’ implication. While symbolic interactionism remains narrowly correlated with social psychology, it corresponds with libertarian political sentiments, dealing with micro-sociology like a symbolic exchange amid coworkers (Taylor & Halovine, 2009). Therefore, viewing divorce from an interactionist perspective, choices made by each person, husband and wife interactions, together with marriage and divorce symbolic meaning are made. In this regard, this perspective aims at observing the society from a small scale whilst defining the way these exchanges shape the larger group. Subtly, it is evident that marriage institution as a symbolic contract two people and the society over the years has changed from its initial view as a rite of passage and status symbol; implying that an individual was on the right path in life and provided stability to his community. However, divorce was once perceived as a big shame and an issue to be concealed while in the contemporary society, multiple divorces remain uncommon. Today, just like the necessity of marriage has declined, so has divorce stigma (Vaus et al, 2017). So, interactionist perspective is applicable in revealing the changing divorce meaning as a social symbol.
Observing Divorce from Conflict Theory Perspective
Conflict theory perceives the society as groups struggling for resources or even power, not to mention that the core concepts of this perspective include: tension and inequality alongside revolutionary change (Stack & Scourfield, 2015). In short, what defines a society is the issue of inequality, which has to be rebutted as it stirs conflict and change. This theory closely parallels the Feminist view; the duo views overlapping with liberal political views and focusing on macro-sociological groups like the American women group. Thus, viewing divorce from this perspective (conflict theory) has to be analyzed as a societal microcosm, with these theorists defining divorce as resources and power competition in marriage whereby the two parties cannot consent. As a result, tension crops up due to this struggle over resources, causing marital status change; tension causing a revolutionary change in the societal structure, and in this phenomenon, divorce is perceived as an imperative force (changing inequality) (Taylor & Halovine, 2009).
Conclusion
Aptly, the conflict theory perspective has compounded a more convincing as well as applicable view concerning divorce as it describes the reason behind the subtle happening of divorce in its most rational way. Notably, the Americans are believed to be one of the most egocentric individuals in the whole world, with their culture, mainly upholding money and power, as the first fundamental goals an individual has to embark on in order to prosper in life. Conversely, these are values that lack the promotion of long-term relations; thus, promoting conflict. A fundamental example can be seen to be the ever-imminent tensions arising in marriage due to struggle over money, power and even property between the couple. It is an aspect surrounded by manifold gender issues among other problems that play a significant role in the current divorce rates; the problems’ causes and impacts,  sufficiently explained by the conflict perspective through a revelation of the perceptions and values alongside attitudes in the culture causing the conflict.  
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