David Boaz Executive VP, Cato | nstitute:

This ad is so outrageous that edemathan Chait of the New Republic was appalled
"The ugliest, most illiberal political ad of thearemay be this one ... The trouble with
Conway'’s ad is that it comes perilously close tgrggathat non-belief in Christianity is a
disqualification for public office. That's a pretsyjckening premise for a Democratic
campaign.” There is no evidence, of course, that Banot a believing Christian, but
Chait is right about the implicit premise of the ad

Conway is dragging up unproved allegations fromI'Baollege years and accusing him
of being “a member of a secret society that chksHoly Bible a hoax" and forcing a
classmate to "kneel before a false idol." That'gvitdeed, the headline in the Lexington
Herald-Leader was "Jack Conway questions Rand $ealigious faith in new ad.”

This isn't Conway's first ugly, illiberal ad. A mibnago, he went up with an ad featuring
uniformed sheriffs denouncing Rand Paul's statervemiears earlier in a television
panel discussion on motorcycle helmet laws and ¢jamthat “things that are non-
violent shouldn’t be against the law." The sherdiggest that Paul wants to legalize
selling drugs to a minor, mortgage fraud, burglémgft and promoting prostitution —
and they say that we should “treat criminals likenhals.” That's obviously not what
Paul was talking about, and the attorney generddiefCommonwealth of Kentucky
should be embarrassed to broadcast such a dishen&tstg of Paul’s statements.

And now he should be doubly embarrassed.

Conway's campaign seems entirely negative. Ratlaertrying to make a positive case
for himself and the Democratic agenda, his adshemdpeeches focus heavily on
attacking Rand Paul. And alas, thergasne evidence in the latest pdhat it may
actually be working -- a sad commentary on Kentuabders if they're responding to this
ad and all the associated media attention. Bu¢ ddresn't win, it doesn't seem that
Conway will have positioned himself well for fututampaigns.




