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"Live Free and Starve," and "Supporting Family Values"
Legislation that bans goods produced by forced or indentured child laborers
I'm afraid I have to disagree with Divakaruni’s argument about banning goods produced by the forced or indentured child laborers by the United States. The United States bill for not allowing imports of interest from the factories that use child labor was considered as the first step to fight against child labor in the world (Divakaruni et al., 290). When the bill was passed, many people in the United States were contented with the idea of the United States fighting for human rights. It was to save child labor in developing counties like Africa and Asia. The bill raised various arguments about the law's effects in the undeveloped and developing countries where there is a high poverty rate.
Divakaruni argues that it will significantly negatively impact the children in the undeveloped country if the law is passed. In her essay "Live Free and Starve" (p 291), she argues that if the children in the developing countries are given the option to work in those factories, they will choose to use them rather than starving to death. The law will affect the children's lives who do not have access to education or shelter, and they depend on the companies for their lives. The only way they can be saved from child labor is by eradicating poverty in the affected countries.
There is a high rate of poverty in developing and developing countries. The countries might have adequate policies to protect children from forced labor, but the systems are not implemented due to poverty. Most African countries have high poverty levels; this makes factories take advantage of shoddy work from the children. This does not only happen in Africa but also some counties in Asia and South American countries (Ibrahim et al., 20).
According to Dlvakaruni (pg. 293), most children benefit from the cheap labor they offer, although they are oppressed in the process. They work under deplorable conditions, with no life insurance, but they withstand the poor conditions because it feeds them and their families. Divakaruni (pg. 292) explains in her essay that she lived in Calcutta, India, where a boy called Nimai wanted a job because he was starving. Her mother had refused to employ the boy, but she was forced to engage him to prevent starvation due to his situation.  This explains the case in developing countries where children are forced to work to eat. According to Dlvakaruni ( pg. 294), if the United States passes that bill, it will affect many children's lives in developing counties. They may starve to death or engage in other forms of crimes such as prostitution and theft. The poverty level in different countries is alarming and cannot be compared to the United States. 
The law will lead to the fall of the major factories that provide income for developing countries. It will lead to more unemployment, and crimes will escalate in those countries (Abdullahi et al., 45). The United States provides a market for many factory products in developing countries; however, if the law passes, they will have less or no need, thus collapsing the industries. (Pg, 294) she argues with other people who do not support the law that instead of the country passing the rules on children's rights in labor, they should help third-world countries develop. The United States government can help developing countries through the investment of various projects in those countries. The projects can help increase job opportunities in the states to raise the people's living standards in those countries. It can help to fund essential tasks such as education and health. This will lead to development, and the children's rights will be respected (Ibrahim et al., 23).
I can't entirely agree with Divakaruni because when the law banning the factories' goods uses child labor is not passed, it will encourage child labor in the world. Divakaruni's arguments are essential because they help identify the main problem that courses child labor in other countries. But it can be solved with the approval of the law. The United States can help improve developing countries' economies through investments to eliminate poverty, which is the source of child labor (Ibrahim et al., 23). Poverty is not the same in all developing countries; some developing countries have better laws and policies that prevent child labor. Some factories use child labor to escape the cost of paying the laborers, which is unacceptable.
These factories are the main targets of the United States law; if they are not given, children may continue to be undermined. Children work for long hours without food, in stuffy rooms without proper pay. This is the factories that conduct forced labor on the children and engage in illegal child trafficking. If the law is passed, those companies will stop child abuse so that their products are allowed in the United States. Some of the factories take advantage of developing countries' poverty levels to employ and pay fewer children. Since children have no education and cannot afford to get essential things in life, they are easily lowered into child labor (Ibrahim et al., 24).
It is high time for developing countries to concentrate on economic development to raise people's living standards. If the law is passed, it will help developing countries ensure their factories do not use child labor in the factories and invest in other ways to help children suffering from child labor. This will help developing countries educate children to improve their livelihood (Ibrahim et al., 28). Although the law is approved, some children may suffer in different countries, but it will help lasting solutions to be made for the future of the children. Children that are trafficked to developed countries to provide cheap labor from the third world countries will decrease.
The law will help the children's rights to be respected in the present and the future. The law will be useful if the factories that export products in the United States are investigated to determine if they have any links to child abuse. If the law is passed, it will have significant benefits to the children than if not given. The United States can help the developing countries reduce their poverty level while the law is strictly followed on the factories that use child labor. This will provide more options to the children, like education in which they won't choose cheap labor; they choose it because they do not have an opportunity rather than to survive (Ibrahim et al., 23). The children released from the factories need to be helped so that they do not end up being burdens to their families or involved in crime to make their ends meet. The programs such as education, shelter, and food provision will help the children released from the factories. The United States can play a useful role by funding programs to help children removed from the factories. The arguments of Divakaruni are essential to put into consideration. Still, they are not strong enough to challenge the benefits of the law of banning the goods of the factories that use child labor in the United States.
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