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Abstract

This paper investigates the curious relationship between Libertarian votes for Senators in Oregon and the
use of dried manure for fertilizer in the US. Utilizing data from the MIT Election Data and Science Lab, 
Harvard Dataverse and USDA, our research team set out to address this conundrum and shed light on 
this peculiar association. Surprisingly, we found a correlation coefficient of 0.9669585 and p < 0.01, 
spanning the years 1986 to 2015. The results suggest that there may be more to this connection than 
meets the eye, providing fodder for further investigation and perhaps the birth of some truly 
"groundbreaking" theories in the realm of political and agricultural interactions.
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1. Introduction

In  the  realm  of  political  science  and
agricultural economics, seemingly unrelated
phenomena  often  intersect  in  the  most
intriguing  and  unexpected  ways.  Our
research delves into the uncharted territory
at  the  confluence  of  Libertarian  votes  for
Senators  in  Oregon  and  the  utilization  of
dried  manure  for  fertilization  across  the

United States. This intersection may at first
blush appear as a mere curiosity, but as we
delve  deeper  into  the  data,  a  compelling
correlation unveils itself, leading to a fertile
ground for inquiry and interpretation.

The quest for understanding this enigmatic
relationship has led us through an odyssey
of  statistical  analyses  and  theoretical
musings.  It  turns  out  that  this  peculiar
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connection  between  political  preferences
and agricultural practices might just be the
fertilizer  for  a  burgeoning  field  of
interdisciplinary  inquiry.  With  the  use  of
rigorous data sources from the MIT Election
Data and Science Lab, Harvard Dataverse,
and  the  USDA,  we  have  unearthed  a
correlation coefficient of 0.9669585 and p <
0.01,  spanning nearly three decades.  This
statistic  may  prompt  some  to  raise  an
eyebrow in skepticism, but as researchers,
we  are  always  eager  to  embrace  the
unexpected  and  explore  the  unexplored
terrains of scholarly investigation.

As we embark on this academic journey, it
is  crucial  to acknowledge that our findings
may  provoke  both  fascination  and
skepticism.  However,  as  Socrates  wisely
noted,  "The  unexamined  dataset  is  not
worth  analyzing."  With  this  in  mind,  we
invite  our  fellow scholars to suspend their
disbelief  and  join  us  in  this  quest  for
intellectual  discovery  and  perhaps  a  few
good laughs along the way.  After  all,  who
knew that  the  roots  of  political  allegiance
and agricultural practices could intertwine in
such a peculiar and amusing manner?

So,  fasten  your  seatbelts  as  we  navigate
through  the  labyrinthine  pathways  of
statistical  analysis  and  attempt  to  unearth
the  fertile  ground  where  political
preferences and agricultural choices mingle.
Our findings indeed hint at the possibility of
groundbreaking  theories  in  the  making,  or
as we might  pleasantly  pun,  "seedlings of
unconventional  correlations  waiting  to  be
harvested."

2. Literature Review

The  exploration  of  unconventional
correlations  between  political  preferences
and agricultural  practices has long been a
subject  of  intrigue  in  the  scholarly
community. Smith et al. (2010) explored the
relationship  between  voter  behavior  and
agricultural  trends,  albeit  in  a  different

context.  Similarly,  Doe  and  Jones  (2015)
delved into  the political  landscape and  its
influence  on  agricultural  decision-making,
offering valuable insights into the subtle yet
significant  intersections  between  these
seemingly disparate domains.

Furthermore,  in  "The  Economics  of
Agriculture"  by  Brown  (2017),  the  author
discusses  the  intricate  web  of  factors
influencing  agricultural  practices,  providing
a  comprehensive  overview  of  the
multifaceted nature of agricultural decision-
making.  This  comprehensive  work  sheds
light  on  the  various  social  and  economic
factors  that  sway  agricultural  choices,
setting  the stage for  our  investigation  into
the  curious  link  between  Libertarian  votes
and the use of dried manure for fertilizer.

In  the  realm  of  fiction,  "The  Garden  of
Political  Machinations"  by  Green  (2013)
presents  a  whimsical  narrative  in  which
political intrigue intertwines with agricultural
pursuits,  offering  a  tongue-in-cheek
exploration of the themes that underpin our
investigation.  Additionally,  "The  Fertilizer
Affair" by Red (2018) playfully weaves a tale
of  political  machinations  centered  around
the enigmatic world of agricultural practices,
offering  a  lighthearted  perspective  on  the
themes that resonate with our research.

In a tangential yet noteworthy contribution,
the film "Manure Mingle" (2015) presents a
satirical  take  on  the  complexities  of
agricultural  endeavors  and  their  interplay
with  political  dynamics.  Though  purely
fictional,  the  movie  serves  as  a  playful
reminder  of  the  unexpected  connections
that  can arise within the realms of  politics
and agriculture, mirroring the serendipitous
nature of our inquiry.

As we traverse this academic landscape, it
becomes  evident  that  the  intersection  of
Libertarian votes in Oregon and the use of
dried  manure  for  fertilizer  in  the  US  is
indeed  a  rich  ground  for  scholarly
exploration,  characterized  by  both  intrigue
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and the occasional chuckle. It is within this
fertile  terrain  that  our  investigation  takes
root,  with  the  hope  of  unearthing  deeper
insights  and  perhaps  a  few  lighthearted
revelations along the way.

3. Our approach & methods

In our intrepid quest to uncover the curious
correlation  between  Libertarian  votes  for
Senators  in  Oregon  and  the  use  of  dried
manure for fertilizer in the United States, we
employed  a  multitude  of  methodological
techniques  to  ensure  the  rigor  and
robustness  of  our  analysis.  Our  data
collection process involved the extraction of
voting data from the MIT Election Data and
Science  Lab,  with  particular  emphasis  on
Oregon’s historical senatorial elections. We
also  gleaned  agricultural  data  on  the
utilization  of  dried  manure  for  fertilizer
across  the United States  from the USDA,
meticulously  sifting  through  decades  of
agricultural  reports  and  statistical
summaries.

The  temporal  scope  of  our  investigation
spanned from 1986 to 2015, encompassing
a  significant  period  of  political  and
agricultural flux. This timeframe allowed us
to capture fluctuations in Libertarian voting
patterns  and  the  ebb  and  flow  of  dried
manure  usage  for  fertilization,  thereby
providing a comprehensive landscape of the
correlation under scrutiny.

To  assess  the  relationship  between  these
seemingly disparate variables, we employed
advanced  statistical  methods,  including
correlation  analysis  and  regression
modeling.  The  interaction  between
Libertarian  votes  for  Senators  in  Oregon
and  the prevalence  of  dried  manure as  a
fertilizer  across the nation was scrutinized
using sophisticated statistical software. Our
analysis  sought  to  disentangle  the
multifaceted  dynamics  underlying  this
unexpected  association  while  remaining

mindful  of  potential  confounding  variables
and lurking spurious correlations.

Furthermore,  to  address  the  potential
influence  of  extraneous  factors,  we
conducted  sensitivity  analyses  and
robustness checks to ascertain the stability
of  our  findings.  This  comprehensive
approach  allowed  us  to  interrogate  the
durability  of  the  observed  correlation,
safeguarding  against  any  spurious  or
coincidental patterns.

Embracing the interdisciplinary nature of our
inquiry, we drew upon insights from both the
fields  of  political  science  and  agricultural
economics,  incorporating  theoretical
frameworks  that  transcended  traditional
disciplinary  boundaries.  This  integrative
approach  facilitated  a  nuanced
understanding  of  the  underlying
mechanisms  that  may  underpin  the
observed correlation, shedding light on the
enigmatic  interplay  between  political
affiliation and agricultural practices.

As we navigated the labyrinthine pathways
of statistical analysis, we remained acutely
aware of the pitfalls of causal inference and
carried out meticulous checks to circumvent
unwarranted  assumptions  of  causality.
While our findings pointed to a remarkably
robust  correlation  coefficient  of  0.9669585
with a p-value less than 0.01, we exercise
caution in attributing causative explanations
to  this  correlation,  recognizing  the  myriad
intricacies  that  permeate  the  realm  of
empirical inquiry.

In  delineating  the  methodological
underpinnings  of  our  investigation,  we
remain  cognizant  of  the  intricate  interplay
between  curiosity-driven  exploration  and
rigorous empirical inquiry. The convergence
of  Libertarian  votes  in  Oregon  and  the
prevalence  of  dried  manure  for  fertilizer
across the United States may just be the tip
of the proverbial iceberg - or in our case, the
tip  of  the  fertilized  soil.  Nonetheless,  our
methodological  approach provides a fertile
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foundation  for  future  explorations  into  the
uncharted  terrain  where  political
preferences  and  agricultural  practices
intertwine in unexpectedly captivating ways.

4. Results

The  analysis  of  the  connection  between
Libertarian  votes  for  Senators  in  Oregon
and the use of dried manure for fertilizer in
the US yielded some intriguing and, dare we
say, amusing results. Our findings revealed
a  remarkably  strong  correlation  coefficient
of  0.9669585  and  an  r-squared  value  of
0.9350087, with a p-value of less than 0.01.
These statistical measures suggest a robust
relationship  between  these  seemingly
disparate  variables,  defying  expectations
and inviting a great deal of eyebrow-raising
among the scholarly community.

The aggregate data from the years 1986 to
2015, obtained from the MIT Election Data
and Science Lab,  Harvard Dataverse,  and
the  USDA,  clearly  depicted  a  striking
pattern.  The  figure  (Fig.  1)  illustrates  the
compelling  scatterplot  demonstrating  the
formidable association between Libertarian
votes in Oregon and the widespread use of
dried manure for fertilization across the US.
The scatterplot speaks volumes, showing a
trend  that  is  not  easily  brushed  aside  as
mere coincidence. 

It is important to note that while correlation
does not imply causation, the strength of the
relationship  we  uncovered  certainly  gives
rise to some quizzical pondering. Could it be
that  the  libertarian  spirit,  known  for  its
advocacy  of  individual  autonomy  and
minimal  government  intervention,  finds
resonance  with  the  independent-minded
farmers who opt  for  more traditional,  non-
commercial  agricultural  practices?  Or
perchance, there is some deeper ideological
underpinning  that  unites  the  voting
preferences  of  Oregonians  with  their
fertilizer  choices,  perhaps  involving  a

shared  belief  in  the  value  of  self-reliance
and decentralized decision-making.

Figure 1. Scatterplot of the variables by year

These findings open the door to a multitude
of  theoretical  inquiries,  beckoning
researchers  to  delve  deeper  into  the
underpinnings  of  political  and  agricultural
intersectionality. The results of our study call
for  a  closer  examination  of  the  nuanced
dynamics  at  play,  teasing  the  academic
community with promises of  novel insights
and, dare we say, a few chuckles along the
way. After all, who would have thought that
beneath  the  surface  of  political  elections
and  agricultural  practices  lies  a  trove  of
correlations waiting to be unearthed?

The findings not only provide fertile ground
for further investigation but also serve as a
testament to the oftentimes unexpected and
delightful nature of scholarly inquiry. As we
conclude  this  phase  of  our  research,  we
look forward to the robust discussions and
perhaps,  the  fertile  debate  that  will
undoubtedly  sprout  from  these  thought-
provoking results.

5. Discussion

The  stupefying  relationship  uncovered
between  Libertarian  votes  for  Senators  in
Oregon and the utilization of dried manure
for fertilizer across the US beckons attention
to  an  unexpected  correlation.  This
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correlation,  with  a  robust  coefficient  of
0.9669585  and  a  p-value  suggestive  of
statistical significance, propels the scholarly
community  into  a  realm  of  contemplation
both profound and, dare I say, whimsical.

Our  findings  resonate  with  the  prior
research  by  Doe  and  Jones  (2015),  who
astutely illuminated the subtle yet significant
intersections between political predilections
and  agricultural  decision-making.  In  a
surprising  turn  of  events,  it  appears  that
their  insights  find  affirmation  in  our  study,
albeit  within  the  unlikeliest  of  contexts
involving dried manure and political leanings
in Oregon. Moreover, the playful narratives
presented by Green (2013) and Red (2018)
seem  to  have  unknowingly  paralleled  our
investigation by adorning the intersection of
politics  and  agriculture  with  intriguing
relevance.  Thus,  the  interplay  between
politics and agriculture unfolds as a tale not
only ripe for scholarly inquiry but also one
that dances with unexpected parallels and,
at times, humor.

The robust relationship unveiled in our study
prompts  contemplation  of  the  ideological
underpinnings  that  may  underlie  this
peculiar  connection.  Could  it  be  that  the
libertarian  ethos,  characterized  by  its
advocacy of  individual  autonomy and self-
determination,  resonates  with  the
agricultural community's inclination towards
non-commercial,  traditional  practices?  Or
perhaps,  there  is  a  deeper  ideological
affinity  between  Libertarian  voters  and
proponents  of  the  humble  dried  manure,
involving a shared ethos of self-reliance and
decentralized  decision-making.  These
notions,  though  speculative,  reinforce  the
intriguing  nature  of  the  relationships
unearthed in our study and the potential far-
reaching  implications  of  these  seemingly
quirky correlations.

It is essential to tread lightly, acknowledging
that  correlation  does  not  imply  causation;
nonetheless, the formidable strength of the
relationship  warrants  more  than  mere

passing  consideration.  The  unexpected
nature of  our  findings not  only  primes the
field for further investigation but also serves
as a gentle reminder of the jovial and often
confounding  facets  that  scholarly  inquiry
can  unveil.  As  the  scholarly  community
ventures forth from these findings, it is with
a sense of anticipation for the fertile debates
and  "groundbreaking"  theories  that  may
take  root  from  these  curious  correlations.
After  all,  who  would  have  thought  that
beneath the veneer of political elections and
agricultural  practices  lies  a  trove  of
unexpected  connections  waiting  to  be
unearthed?

6. Conclusion

In conclusion, the findings of our study have
unearthed  a  remarkably  strong  correlation
between  Libertarian  votes  for  Senators  in
Oregon  and  the  use  of  dried  manure  for
fertilizer  in  the  US.  This  unexpected
association has provided fertile  ground for
scholarly  inquiry  and  has,  dare  we  say,
fertilized the field of political and agricultural
intersectionality  with  an  abundance  of
thought-provoking insights.

The robust relationship uncovered between
these seemingly disparate variables, with a
correlation coefficient of 0.9669585 and an
r-squared value of 0.9350087, has left many
in  the  scholarly  community  raising  their
eyebrows  in  surprise.  The  quizzical
pondering  that  this  correlation  elicits  has
prompted  a  fertile  debate  about  the
underlying  ideological  underpinnings  that
may  unite  the  voting  preferences  of
Oregonians with their fertilizer choices.

It is delightful to note that while our findings
have sparked fascination and intrigue, they
have also sown the seeds of unconventional
correlations  waiting  to  be  harvested.  This
demonstration  of  the  unexpected  and
delightful  nature  of  scholarly  inquiry  is  a
testament to the quirkiness and humor that
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often  lie  beneath  the  surface  of  research
endeavors.

In  light  of  these insightful  discoveries  and
unforeseen connections, we assert that no
further research is needed in this area, as
our  findings  have  already  cultivated  a
verdant garden of intellectual curiosity and,
dare we say, a few good laughs along the
way.  After  all,  who knew that  the  roots of
political allegiance and agricultural practices
could  intertwine  in  such  a  peculiar  and
amusing manner?
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