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Opinion

The Capital Journal prides 
itself  in being “The voice of  cen-
tral South Dakota,” and so it 
is. But face it, central South 
Dakota is simply not as interest-
ed in the goings on of  the British 
Monarchy as I am.

Prince William and his wife, 
Catherine, the Duchess of  
Cambridge, had their baby on 
Monday, July 22, and the Capital 
Journal didn’t put anything in 
the paper about until yesterday.

Their son, George Alexander 
Louis, made his press debut on 
Tuesday and he already has a 
knack for waving. His little hand 
escaped from his blanket as his 
parents talked to the press. They 
then buckled him into his car 
seat and drove home.

His Royal Highness Prince 
George of  Cambridge is third 
in line for the throne, after his 
father, Prince William, and his 
grandfather, Prince Charles (the 
one with big ears). His great-
grandmother, Queen Elizabeth 
II, is currently on the throne and 
has been for more than 60 years.

All this talk about royal babies 
reminds me … three months 
ago, a baby girl was born in 
northwest Iowa. Two members 
of  the press were allowed to visit 
the baby in her first few days; 
one as a friend, the other as a 
first-time aunt. 

The baby received her name 
the same day she was born, 
Brynlie Kay. 

The couple, two com-
moners, chose to stay in 
the hospital as long as 
their insurance would 
cover them. There were no 
crowds of  people outside the 
hospital waiting for a first 
glimpse as “Daddy’s princess” 
(as her stylish onesies say) went 
home for the first time.

I understand the excitement 
about that baby … I’m the aunt. 
I know why I care about my 
sister’s child. But why does a 
South Dakota girl care so much 
about queens and princes who 
don’t actually rule a democratic 
nation?

That’s a good question.
The answer is pretty simple. 

Who doesn’t like the idea of  a 
modern-day fairy tale, 
with princes and carriag-
es and crowns? 

And I feel much less 
guilty about obsessing 

over the lives of  royalty than 
of  some train-wreck American 
celebrities these days.

I don’t know what actress 
Amanda Bynes is doing, but 
Kate Middleton, the aforemen-

tioned Duchess, is acting “as a 
focus for national identity, unity 
and pride.” (Sidenote: Did you 
know the British Monarchy has 
its own website? It does, that’s 
where I found the quote.)

Down here among the com-
moners, a similar thing is going 
on within my family, I guess.

As for the young prince, I can 
only hope that he is as well 
taken care of  and loved as my 
niece, Brynlie, and that he can 
grow into his names, although 
he doesn’t have as many as 
Prince William. His father’s full 
name is William Arthur Philip 
Louis.

Mary Egstad is a Capital 
Journal copy editor and a little 
bit of  an Anglophile. Reach her 
at mary.egstad@capjournal.com.
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We learn this week 
from an Associated 
Press report that the 
South Dakota Certified 
Beef  program, launched 
eight years ago with 
mighty fanfare during 
the Rounds administra-
tion, has fallen short of  
its goal of  helping pro-
ducers in the state sell 
state-branded beef  as 
a premium product for 
higher prices.

It appears that 
although South Dakota 
produces several mil-
lion head of  livestock, 
only 16,386 cattle over 
the past eight years 
have been enrolled in 
the program.

Maybe the program 
still will catch hold in 
time, as former Gov. 
Mike Rounds believes it 
will.

But it’s also possible 
that the program may 
not be quite done yet; 
maybe we ought to flop 
it back on the grill.

We’re told the cur-
rent requirements of  
the program say that 
to qualify as South 
Dakota Certified Beef, 
cattle have to be born 
in the state, carry elec-
tronic ear tags and 
be tracked every time 
they are sold. So far so 

good. But what about 
the additional require-
ment that before they 
are slaughtered, cattle 
in the program must be 
fed a high-starch diet of  
corn or other grain for 
at least 100 days?

Has anybody over 
there in the state gov-
ernment complex heard 
of  grass-fed beef ? 
Supposed to be lower in 
fat? Higher in Omega 
3 fatty acids? Coveted 
by urban types who still 
crave their red meat but 
want to feel good about 
health benefits?

Maybe South Dakota 
Certified Beef  should 
start another tier of  
the program for South 
Dakota Certified Grass-
fed Beef. After all, this 
program is promoting 
South Dakota beef, is it 
not? Or were we mis-
taken – was it corn?

There are opportu-
nities in beef  produc-
tion for the producer 
who does things differ-
ently, and it’s too bad 
if  the state won’t help 
those who go against 
the grain. This state 
program should stop 
penalizing grass, one 
of  the big wheels that 
drive our agricultural 
economy.

WASHINGTON, D.C.  — To 
this point, Sen. Rand Paul 
of  Kentucky has been the 
Republican flavor of  the year. 
Events from the IRS scandal 
to NSA revelations 
to the Obamacare 
train wreck have cor-
roborated libertarian 
suspicions of  federal 
power. And Paul has 
shown serious popu-
list skills in cultivat-
ing those fears for his 
political benefit. For a 
while, he succeeded in 
a difficult maneuver: 
Accepting the inheritance of  
his father’s movement while 
distancing himself  from the 
loonier aspects of  his father’s 
ideology.

But now Rand Paul has 
fallen spectacularly off  the 
tightrope. It turns out that a 
senior member of  his Senate 
staff, Jack Hunter, has a his-
tory of  neo-Confederate radio 
rants. And Paul has come to 
the defense of  his aide.

Paul’s attempt to dismiss the 
matter has only added to the 
damage. “It was a shock radio 
job,” the senator explains. “He 

was doing wet T-shirt contests. 
But can a guy not have a youth 
and stuff ? People try to say 
I smoked pot one time, and I 
wasn’t fit for office.”

But Hunter’s offens-
es were committed 
as an adult. They 
included defending 
a regime founded on 
slavery, comparing 
Abraham Lincoln to 
Saddam Hussein, and 
raising (in Hunter’s 
words) a “personal 
toast every May 10 to 
celebrate John Wilkes 

Booth’s birthday.” This was 
not a single, ideological puff, 
but a decade spent mainlining 
moonlight and magnolias in 
the ruins of  Tara.

Rand Paul is rumored to be 
considering a 2016 presiden-
tial run. So his dismissal of  
the sympathetic treatment of  
a presidential assassin as the 
equivalent of  sponsoring a wet 
T-shirt contest requires some 
explanation. The easier politi-
cal course for Paul would have 
been to cut this embarrassing 
tie and reduce the damage. He 
may still be forced to do so. But 

Paul’s reluctance is revealing.
This would not be the first 

time that Paul has heard seces-
sionist talk in his circle of  con-
federates – I mean, associates. 
His father has attacked Lincoln 
for causing a “senseless” war 
and ruling with an “iron fist.” 
Others allied with Paulism in 
various think tanks and web-
sites have accused Lincoln 
of  mass murder and treason. 
For Rand Paul to categorically 
repudiate such views and all 
who hold them would be to 
excommunicate a good portion 
of  his father’s movement.

This disdain for Lincoln is 
not a quirk or a coincidence. 
Paulism involves more than 
the repeal of  Obamacare. It 
is a form of  libertarianism 
that categorically objects to 
150 years of  expanding federal 
power. During this period, the 
main domestic justification for 
federal action has been opposi-
tion to slavery and segrega-
tion. Lincoln, in the Paulite 
view, exercised tyrannical 
powers to pursue an unneces-
sary war. Similarly, Paulites 
have been critical of  the 1964 
Civil Rights Act for violating 

both states’ rights and indi-
vidual property rights – an 
argument Rand Paul himself  
echoed during several inter-
views as a Senate candidate.

This does not make Paulites 
racists. But it does make them 
opponents of  the legal methods 
that ended state-sanctioned 
racism.

To put the best construction 
on it, Paulites tend to hate war 
and federal coercion in any 
form, even in causes gener-
ally regarded as good. They 
opposed the Cold War and 
nearly every post-World War 
II American exercise of  power. 
They equate the war on ter-
rorism with militarism, impe-
rialism and empire. And they 
remain unhappy about the 
War of  Northern Aggression.

Not all libertarians, of  
course, view Appomattox as 
a temporary setback. A lib-
ertarian debate on the topic: 
“Lincoln: Hero or Despot?” 
would be two-sided, lively and 
well attended. But Paulism is 
more than the political expres-
sion of  the Austrian school 
of  economics. It is a wildly 
ambitious ideology in which 

Hunter’s neo-Confederate 
views are not uncommon.

What does this mean for the 
GOP? It is a reminder that, 
however reassuring his man-
ner, it is impossible for Rand 
Paul to join the Republican 
mainstream. The triumph of  
his ideas and movement would 
fundamentally shift the main-
stream and demolish a cen-
tury and a half  of  Republican 
political history. The GOP 
could no longer be the party of  
Reagan’s internationalism or 
of  Lincoln’s belief  in a strong 
union dedicated to civil rights.

The Hunter matter is also 
a reminder that Rand Paul is 
a conviction politician. His 
convictions, however, are the 
problem. In January, Hunter 
wrote that the “philosophy 
hasn’t substantively changed” 
between Ron Paul and his son. 
Rand Paul’s goal is to legiti-
mize the Paulite movement, 
not repudiate its worst ele-
ments. But his ties to those 
elements may put an upward 
limit on his political rise.

Michael Gerson’s email 
address is michaelgerson@
washpost.com.

Britain’s Prince William and Kate, Duchess of Cambridge pose for photographers with the 
Prince of Cambridge Tuesday outside St. Mary’s Hospital exclusive Lindo Wing in London 
where the Duchess gave birth on Monday. Prince William and his wife Kate presented 
their newborn son to the world for the � rst time Tuesday, drawing whoops and wild ap-
plause from well-wishers as they revealed the new face of the British monarchy. (AP Photo/
Lefteris Pitarakis)
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