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What's the most ethical position?
Living in a disadvantaged neighborhood influence children's development negatively.  For decades now, there has been a conflicting debate on whether the neighborhood in which a child is brought up has any potential negative impact on a child's development. Therefore, I chose to do my paper on this issue of the nexus between child development and disadvantaged neighborhood. Arguably, neighborhoods can facilitate constraints, limits, or opportunities for individuals, their families as well as the communities. Even though there are studies that have shown that growing up in more disadvantaged neighborhoods affects American children's development, little is known about what explains the difference in the outcomes for children living in the advantaged and disadvantaged neighborhoods. Arguably, American children living in neighborhoods with higher socioeconomic disadvantages are more likely to experience adverse outcomes than those living in affluent areas (Cooley-Strickland et al., 2009). However, many people have questioned the mechanisms used to explain the differences in the outcome of the children living in either advantaged or disadvantaged neighborhoods. Therefore, there are many opinions on whether or not a disadvantaged neighborhood influences a child's development negatively. While some people might disagree, there are those who agree, while there are those who neither agree nor disagree. I concur with the group of people who say that disadvantaged neighborhoods negatively influence children's development, especially in their mental, emotional, and behavioral aspects. Notably, based on the neighborhood in which a child is brought up, the quantity, quality, and diversity of and access to health, reaction, transport, education, employment, and social services directly influence child and youth outcomes. Also, the neighborhood disadvantage based on social-economic has a detrimental impact on the parental behavior and mental health as well as the home environment quality, which then affects the child outcomes (Trickett et al., 2003). The neighborhood social processes, for instance, the parents' social connections, are undermined for the living in the disadvantaged communities, which directly impacts the children outcomes.  Hence, living in a disadvantaged neighborhood influence children's development negatively. 
Hence by stating that, my ethical position with the percentage of people who primarily agree that living in a disadvantaged neighborhood influences children development negatively. Besides, this stand is supported by Trickett et al., (2003) in the article "Community violence as it affects child development: Issues of definition."  In this article, the authors explain that the community's poor neighborhood climates, such as violence, affect child development. Notably, disadvantaged neighborhoods are highly linked with violence and crime.  Therefore, the authors have stated that children living in this such environments are more likely to experience, witness, or hear about violence often. Hence, due to the potential risk of violence, this directly impacts the development of the children in these areas negatively. The authors also highlight that the children do not only experience, witness, or hear about the violence in their neighborhood only but also in their schools. Therefore, with such a degree of neighborhood disadvantage, this then relates to the children's peer, emotional and behavioral problems, all being influenced by the neighborhood safety(Trickett et al., 2003). Hence, based on this article, it is impossible to assume that neighborhood has nothing to do with children's development. Besides, considering that children depend on cognitive learning, that is, they make connections existing aspects to establish their one identity, then it means that there is a clear connection between the neighborhood and child development. 
To amplify this claim, I also identified two more reliable sources that concur with the claim that living in a disadvantaged neighborhood negatively influences children's development. The first article was by Wolkow & Ferguson, (2001), "Community Factors in the Development of Resiliency: Considerations and Future Directions." In this article, the authors questioned why some children and adolescents are more resilient than others when it comes to hardships. The authors state that the children who have come from disadvantaged communities are more likely to have hardship resilience than the children brought up in advantaged communities. This is because they lack protective factors such as schools, homes, a positive peer environment, a supportive community, and protective parents. As a result, this influences their development, and due to the lack of protective factors, this then forces them to develop more adaptive behavior to survive in these environments. However, this is a significant disadvantage for them because the majority opt to engage in criminal and violent behaviors, a situation which many can argue could be different, especially if they grew up in areas where the protective factors were accessible. Besides, their hardship resilience is not because they chose to be resilient but rather due to the surrounding neighborhood they were brought up in (Wolkow & Ferguson, 2001). This makes them more vulnerable to developing traits and behaviors that are less acceptable in society.
The second article is by Cooley-Strickland et al., (2009), "Community violence and youth: affect, behavior, substance use, and academics."  In this article, the authors state that community violence directly affects the behavior, academics, and substance use of the youths. Therefore, knowing that violence is one of the major characteristics of a disadvantaged neighborhood, the authors argue that the children's constant exposure to it affects their behavior, emotional, academic, and cognitive development. This article supports this statement; that is, the impoverished communities are the ones that are constantly exposed to chronic community violence. As a result, this makes the children both direct and indirect victims of the negative aspects associated with these areas, such as substance use. Arguably, children from disadvantaged neighborhoods are at a higher risk of engaging in substance use than those from the advantaged neighborhood (Cooley-Strickland et al., 2009). This is because in these communities, access to drugs and other substances is easy, and a significant number of people are subsistence users, some of them being their parents. Therefore, through cognitive learning, it is obvious that these children will develop such behaviors at a very young age, compromising their academic journey. Hence, being raised in a disadvantaged neighborhood elevates the children's risk of developing negative behavioral traits. 
Conclusively, living in a disadvantaged neighborhood influences children's development negatively. This is because, based on the neighborhood in which a child is brought up, the quantity, quality, as well as diversity of and access to health, reaction, transport, education, employment, and social services directly influences child and youth outcomes. Also, the neighborhood disadvantage based on social-economic has a detrimental impact on the parental behavior and mental health as well as the home environment quality, which then affects the child’s outcomes. In addition, the neighborhood social processes, for instance, the parents' social connections, are undermined for the living in the disadvantaged communities, and this directly impacts the children’s outcomes.  Besides, neighborhoods can facilitate constraints, limits, or opportunities for individuals, their families as well as the communities. Three articles support this argument; for instance, Trickett et al., (2003), states that a community's poor neighborhood climates, such as violence, affect child development. On the other hand, Wolkow & Ferguson, (2001), questioned why some children and adolescents are more resilient than others when it comes to hardships. This has been attributed to the lack of protective factors such as schools, homes, positive peer environment, supportive community, and protective parents, which force them to develop adaptive ways of surviving, which are not socially acceptable behaviors.  Lastly, Cooley-Strickland et al., (2009), states the community violence has a direct effect on behavior, academics, and substance use for the youths. Therefore, knowing that violence is one of the major characteristics of a disadvantaged neighborhood, the authors argue that the children's constant exposure to it affects their behavior, emotional, academic, and cognitive development.
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