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                                            Nature vs. nurture, gifted children
    The controversy of nature vs. nurture has been going on for many years and yet no decision has been reached on which is more effective. While nature has a single meaning, nurture is a broader term. On a discussion about the influence of nature and nurture on human development, many theorists portray nature and nurture as different and rival influences on human development (Pigliucci, 76) Nature would describe genetics or the inherited characteristics that influence development. Nurture on the other side would refer to the environmental factors that influence development, such as culture, values, socioeconomic status, beliefs and even the natural environment such as climate.so basically nature refers to environmental factors that influence development.in this paper I shall discuss gifted children in regard to nature vs. nurture.
 
 The debate about nature vs. nurture is concerned with the relative contribution that both make to human behavior, such as personality, cognitive traits, temperament, and psychopathology (McCrae et al 173).Those that possess extreme hereditary positions are known as nativists. They assume that the characteristics of the human species as a whole are a product of evolution and that individual differences are due to each person’s unique genetic code. Nativists believe that the characteristics that are not noticeable at birth such as personality traits emerge later as a product of maturation.in their view, “maturation governs the emergency of attachment in infancy, language acquisition, and even cognitive development as a whole” (McLeod, 7).
 
Biological maturation including brain development depends on individuals gaining experiences on a large scale, numerous subjects, ability to cultivate curiosity, wide travel, and so forth (rutter et al, 456).there are no human characteristics that can wholly be attributed to genetics or entirely to the environment (Mullen et al, 29).for the ability of the brain to be sharpened it requires fundamental genetic structures.it will make no sense to perceive trait as more the effect of nature than nurture and vice versa.
 
Those that believe in extreme nurture positions are known as empiricists. They assume that the human mind at birth is a blank slate and it is gradually filled as a result of experience (rutter et al, 459). Psychological characteristics and behavioral differences that emerge through infancy and childhood are the results of learning. The way you are nurtured governs the psychologically significant aspects of child development and the concept of maturation applies only to the biological (Pigliucci, 76).
 
The comparative effects of genetics and environment differ for different areas of development (McDevitt et al, 300). Some human abilities are largely influenced by genetically determined systems in the brain, for example, the ability to identify sounds of speech that develop in the absence of teaching and will take place in a wide range of environments (McDevitt et al, 305). The environment may have a greater influence on human development in cases where environmental conditions are severe rather than temperate. 
 
When a child gains experiences that are characteristic of their age-group and culture, genetics/nature has a stronger influence on their characteristics (McDevitt et al, 310). Hence, when youngsters receive healthy and sufficient nutrition, a relatively stable home and community environment, and good education, their genes/nature determine how effectively they learn and gain new skills (McDevitt et al, 312). However, if they are exposed to situations and experiences that are extreme or beyond their age group, for example, war, violent home, and community environment, abusive caregivers, extreme deprivation, and so forth, the impact of their surroundings/nurture overrides that of their nature/genes (McDevitt et al, 313). For example, if a child is born with excellent intellectual abilities, but they lack proper nutrition and motivation from caregivers when growing up, they will not be able to develop and apply these skills despite their potential. Insufficient nutrition leads to poor brain development and lack of encouragement from adults limits the child’s imagination of numerous opportunities to thrive that exist but to which they are not exposed or cannot access (Mullen et al, 29).
 
One of the biggest pieces of supporting evidence for nature over nurture is the example of fraternal twins by the fact that they exhibit similar characterizes even when they era raised apart (Pigliucci, 79). Most times fraternal twins will share behavioral traits s if they were raised together in the same place. Bipolar is approximately five times as likely to develop when there is a family history of the condition (McCrae et al 173). When it comes to addiction for example alcoholism, researches emphasize that it has been found that certain genes may affect the development of alcoholism and the way alcohol affects the body.

On environmental learning, one of the most known psychologist john Watson proposes environmental learning as the dominating factor in the nature vs. nurture debate. He emphasizes that behavioral traits are purely as a result of our surrounding experiences (McLeod, 9). He believes that he can condition a new behavior in a child or change an already existing behavior that is considered to be unfavorable.in his view, he can randomly choose a baby out of a group of twelve infants and raise the child to become any type of specialist he chose, he can train any child to be anything, regardless of individuals talents, potentialities, and social groups (McLeod, 13).

Some of the uncertainty and vagueness in the nature vs. nurture debate is caused by the language used to explain it. For instance, most arguments are about separating the roles of nature from the roles of nurture and attempting to put their importance against one another. The reason for these efforts and placing relative traits on the contributions of each is how ‘nature’ and ‘nurture’ is defined. At times, the difference is between what is innate and what is acquired after birth. But nurture has a significant influence on prenatal development as much as nature (McCrae et al 181). In nature and nurture conundrum, it is important to first gain the basics of what an environment is and what it entails, whether it applies to factors beyond the individual that affect its development, to the surroundings in which an ovum develops or to all that is not the DNA sequence (Mullen et al, 31). The issue of the contribution that genetics/nature and environment/nurture bring to the numerous facets of human development also needs to be dissected.
I concur with nativism on the case that if a ‘gifted’ child is put in an environment where he or she has all the resources to excel and to learn for instance, he or she will be much better off than a child who did grow up in a third world country where those resources are just not accessible. But when it comes to the will of that child to learn, it is just not something that can be taught in classrooms, no matter what kind of environment that child is placed in. Many of the most notable people of our time have come from less perfect environments and have still made a huge impact on society for whatever they chose to do.in my view, children are born with IQs all over the board and the motivation to learn (Plomin, 56).
Using the results of the countless tests done, everyday situations, and the twins' experiment, I will prove that nature is a larger contributor to the outcome of our personalities than nurture (Hollingworth et al 112). We can see just by observing ourselves just how much our parent's genes affect our decisions. No matter how much we fight it, our reactions to certain situations are very much like our parents, it can even explain our differences from other people. For instance, I have grown up in the world were smoking and drinking isn't a thing to do, they are just done. Everybody does it, sometimes without even giving it a thought. It has become routine. Both my parents grew up in Christian homes and had values and morals coming out of their ears. Neither one of them ever even tried smoking or drinking once. They had next to no friends who did these things, so that also made it easier for them to deal with the pressure. I have been born into a world where a good number of my friends smoke, drink, or both, I am exposed to it all day constantly, and yet I find that I have not the slightest desire to even try it. I have no problem with my friends doing it, I just would not do it myself. I have asked myself many times why I am so against it, but I cannot come up with any idea except that my parent's beliefs and morals have been passed to me through my genes, which I received from them. This would prove that my personality is mainly formed from heredity, not from my surroundings or nurture as I should put it (Hollingworth et al 112). 

The popular assumption in nature/nurture debate is that each can be compared in its contribution to human development. However, it is continually becoming clear that both nature and nurture play significant roles in human development in highly intricate contexts. Humans are on a larger scale born with universal traits such as the ability to discern sounds, hold objects, and walk (DeHart et al 274) these will be achieved in whichever environment that they are placed in. But nurture determines how well humans can develop and acquire skills depending on how favorable the environment is. The environment has a stronger influence than nature when the elements in it are extreme (Hollingworth et al 112). When the environment is relatively stable and favorable, nature has a larger impact on human development. Nature and nurture work together to realize various outcomes in human development.
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