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Rich man’s toys, poor man’s burden
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This might be a little exaggerated but there is a relationship.





It’s been reported that using a cell phone while driving increases the chance of accident by four times, 400%.  This caused me to think about how actions of others can endanger or bring grief to innocent people.





I think it’s safe to assume that, ever since the exchange of goods or money for products or services started, those with more have been the early beneficiaries of those things that improve the standard-of-living.  The best new weapons, iron arrow heads, spears, guns were probably produced for the wealthy of the time.  And it’s been that way ever since.





A group called “the early adopters” has been the first to acquire, use and benefit from new technology.  Let’s follow this through using the telephone as an example.





The first phones were installed in what were then cutting edge businesses.  Next, the owners of those businesses wanted to be connected at home.  They were soon followed by their more affluent friends.  And so on, until today, everyone takes having a phone for granted.  It’s become such a basic appliance that public utility regulators require phone companies to offer special rates to low income people.





Fax machines, pagers, special services such as call waiting, portable phones, and now cell phones have all followed the same route.  Business use, affluent individuals, and finally the masses.  But how does this become the poor man’s burden?





Basically because the use of new products and services become seen as a necessity by those further down the economic scale.  Of course the cost comes down after the “early adopters” have paid premium prices for the new product.  But even after the price is reduced, it still represents an expense the lesser income people never had before.





This relationship between toys and burden isn’t limited to financial costs. As the cell phone example pointed out, the use of the new product can lead to danger or harm to those not involved in any way.  If you’re hit head on by an inattentive cell phone user, you could end up just as dead as if you were hit by a drunk driver.





I’m sure this example, comparing cell phone users to drunk drivers has caused some of you to anger.  But think of it for a minute. When everyone has a cell phone, there will be four times more accidents caused by inattention.





This could readily cause a backlash against cell phone use in a vehicle.  Think about it some more.  It was the nonsmokers who pressured for changes in law to protect themselves from the negative health impacts of second hand smoke.  If too many innocent people get hurt by inattentive cell phone users, can’t you see a similar demand for safety regulations?





To broaden the scope even more, cocaine started as a recreational drug of the affluent in the early 1900’s, and it started an epidemic of drug use that impacts us all because people will steal and even kill to get drug money.





The automobile started as the rich man’s toy and is now a necessity.  Even though over 40,000 people, most not wealthy, are killed each year and ten times that many suffer injuries ranging from cuts and bruises to complete paralysis, we love our vehicles.  





Divorce became acceptable because the affluent were doing it.  Now we have millions of single parent families and a crisis in family values.





The popularization of everything from jet skis and inboard boats to family owned vacation homes has burdened many middle income families with expenses they never faced before.  How much has this led to the need for two incomes and latchkey kids?





In essence, many things with no noticeable impact on society ( as long as only a relatively few people are involved ) cause dangers, burdens and undesirable social consequences when many people becom
