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In arecent column, | noted how easy it is today for anyone to
become a capitalist.

It's much simpler - and more lawful - than "seizing the means of
production," as democratic socialists recommend.

Let me explain...

OnJuly 4, 2026 — the country's 250th birthday, which | don't think was an accident — the
Democratic Socialists of America announced that it had passed 120,000 members.

That makes it the largest socialist organization in American history, edging past Eugene
Debs' Socialist Party of America, which topped out around 113,000 dues-paying members
in1912.

A decade ago, DSA had roughly 5,000 members. Their membership has more than doubled
in the last 18 months alone.

So | decided to read their plan of action. DSA's current program is called "Workers Deserve
More!"

It was drafted this spring by a committee elected at its 2025 convention.

Among other things, it calls for establishing public ownership of the largest corporations
and essential industries "to ensure democratic control and accountability to the people,"
plus, of course, aggressive wealth taxes on the richest individuals and corporations.

That is an old formulation in modern packaging: seize the means of production.

And it's completely unnecessary. The means of production are for sale every business day
between 9:30 a.m. and 4:00 p.m. Eastern.

You can buy a piece of Merck's laboratories, Caterpillar's assembly lines, Duke Energy's
power plants, and Prologis' warehouses in the next four minutes from your phone.

And if you buy fractional shares, it will cost less than your lunch.
No revolution is required. No election. No constitutional convention.

I've been writing about money for over four decades now, and the whole business reduces
to four verbs: work, save, own and wait.

Work. Sell your labor, your skills, your judgment, or your company's product. Get paid.



Live on less than you make. This is the one that separates people, and it has almost nothing
to do with income. I've known people earning $400,000 a year who are one paycheck from
insolvency, and schoolteachers with seven-figure portfolios.

Save the difference. Not "save what's left." Save first, then live on the rest. The order
matters more than the amount.

Own things that produce. Not gold, not crypto, not a boat. Shares of profitable businesses
that reinvest their earnings and pay you a slice.

Then just wait, the longer the better.
That's it. That's the entire program.

It fits on an index card, and it has minted more middle-class millionaires than every
redistribution scheme in human history combined.

The reason that last verb matters so much is that compounding is not intuitive.
Human beings think in straight lines. Yet money growth is exponential, not linear.

At the U.S. stock market's long-run nominal return of roughly 10% a year, here's what a
monthly contribution turns into:

Monthly 20 years 30 years 40 years
$100 $75,900 $226,000 $632,000
$300 $228,000 $678,000 $1,897,000
$500 $380,000 $1,130,000 $3,162,000
$1,000 $759,000 $2,260,000 $6,324,000

Look at the $500 row again. Twenty years gets you $380,000. Forty years gets you $3.2
million.

You doubled the time and got more than eight times the money. The last decade of that
chart does more work than the first two combined.

That is why "start ASAP" and "stick with the program" are not motivational fluff. It's the
whole equation.

Some will say this is a fantasy that works on spreadsheets and not in real life. Not so.



Fidelity's first-quarter 2026 retirement analysis counted 645,000 people with at least $1
million in a 401(k) — up 26% from a year earlier.

Hundreds of thousands more have crossed $1 million in an IRA.

Now, who are these people? Not founders. Not heirs. Not lottery winners.
Nurses. Machinists. Regional sales managers. Union members, plenty of them.
They did not seize anything. They bought it, one paycheck at a time.

Investors recognize that this is just common sense. But good sense is anything but
common these days.

Gallup's April 2026 survey found that only 58% of U.S. adults own stock in any form.

More than four in ten American adults own no shares of anything, even though investment
minimums have dropped to $1 and trading commissions have reached zero.

Yet people support democratic socialists for one main reason: They promise material
benefits without the trouble of actually striving.

Don't get me wrong. We could make it easier to get rich in this country, starting with better
financial education, universal auto-enrollment in 401(k)s, and a tax code that doesn't
punish successful risk taking.

But the problem with capitalism isn't that the rich own the means of production. It's that
too few middle-class Americans do.

It's not necessary to storm a building or confiscate wealth.

(That's also unconstitutional. The Fifth Amendment bars government from taking private
property "for public use, without just compensation.")

Bottom line? The free-market system has an existing open-door policy with no ideological
screening.

It has never in history been easier, faster, or less expensive to become an owner of the most
productive assets of the wealthiest civilization that has ever existed.

The benefits are available at the click of a button. All it requires is knowledge, discipline...
and time.

Apparently, that's three things some people are unwilling to invest in.
Good investing,

Alex



