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In this research paper, we delve into the ever-compelling correlation between political preference and the competitive consumption of encased meats.
Utilizing data from MIT Election Data and Science Lab, Harvard Dataverse, and Wikipedia, our study scrutinizes the electorate's support for the Democratic
presidential candidate in Washington State alongside the consumption habits of the champion of Nathan's Hot Dog Eating Competition. With a correlation
coefficient of 0.9518823 and statistical significance of p < 0.01 spanning the years 1979 to 2020, our findings suggest a strong link between these seemingly
distinct phenomena. Our analysis unveils a curious alignment between the votes cast for the Democratic presidential candidate in Washington State and the
hotdogs devoured by the esteemed champion of Nathan's annual gastronomic showdown. This unexpected connection prompts us to ponder, "Are we what
we vote, or are we what we eat?" Perhaps our political ideologies and dietary preferences are more entwined than we realize, resulting in a "bundamental"
relationship between ballot box decisions and hotdog buns. Our research offers a whimsical spin on the interplay between political inclinations and epicurean
pursuits. As we unravel the peculiar nexus between votes and wieners, let us also savor the humor in such an unexpected correlation, reminding ourselves
that even the most improbable connections can prompt a hearty laugh — much like a well-timed dad joke at a backyard barbecue.

Ah, the curious intersection of politics and processed meat — a
topic that has undoubtedly left many a scholar scratching their
heads and checking their cholesterol levels. In this study, we
embark upon an investigation that tantalizingly links the votes
cast for the Democratic presidential candidate in Washington
State and the astonishing consumption of hotdogs by the
champion of Nathan's Hot Dog Eating Competition. This
whimsical correlation has the potential to spark both intellectual
curiosity and culinary cravings — truly a feast for the mind and
stomach!

As we delve into the realms of statistics and gustatory
indulgence, it's essential to maintain a keen sense of humor.
After all, who said academic research can't be as delightful as a
well-grilled bratwurst? In that spirit, let's savor a relevant dad
joke to kick off our scholarly escapade: Why don't hot dogs
make good pets? Because they're the wurst! Now, let's relish the
journey ahead.

Our quest for correlation and causation takes us deep into the
heart of empirical analysis. The data sourced from MIT Election
Data and Science Lab, Harvard Dataverse, and Wikipedia forms
the bedrock of our investigation, allowing us to unearth
intriguing patterns that defy conventional wisdom and tickle our
intellectual taste buds. Our findings unveil a stunning correlation
coefficient of 0.9518823 and a p-value of less than 0.01,
affirming the robust association between Democratic votes and
hotdog consumption, much like the dependable bond between
ketchup and mustard on a ballpark frank.

The relationship between political expression and competitive
eating prowess may seem as peculiar as a tuba player at a speed
dating event, but our research shines a light on the unexpected
harmony between these seemingly disparate domains. It's like
discovering a secret ingredient in your grandmother's chili — a
dash of electoral influence with a pinch of bun-based bravado.

Now, here's a sizzling mind-teaser: How do you know when a
joke becomes a dad joke? When the punchline becomes
apparent! Just like the punchline of our study, where we uncover
the bun-believable linkage between ballots and buns. Let's
continue this academic journey with a thirst for knowledge and
an appetite for discovery, all while sprinkling liberal amounts of
humor to keep the scholarly atmosphere as light and enjoyable
as a summer barbecue.

Review of existing research

Smith and Doe (2015) explored the intricate dynamics of
political voting patterns in Washington State, shedding light on
the nuanced factors that shape electoral choices. Meanwhile,
Jones (2018) conducted a comprehensive analysis of
competitive eating trends, delving into the awe-inspiring feats of
gastronomic athleticism displayed at events such as the Nathan's
Hot Dog Eating Competition. These seminal works provide a
sturdy foundation for our investigation into the quirky
correlation between Democratic votes and hotdog consumption
— a juxtaposition as surprising as finding a pickle in a peanut
butter sandwich.
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Turning to non-fiction sources, "Eating on the Campaign Trail:
Political Tastes and Culinary Campaigns" by Foodie
McFooderson (2013) and "Democracy on a Bun: A Comparative
Study of Sausage Politics" by Brat Wurststein (2017) offer
intriguing insights into the intersections of politics and food.
However, while these works provide valuable context, they fail
to directly address the specific connection we aim to unravel in
our study. It's as if they brought hotdog buns to a hamburger
cook-off — close, but not quite the perfect fit.

On the more imaginative side, fictional works such as
"Frankfurter Fables: A Tale of Two Condiments" by Mustardella
Ketchupson (2008) and "Ballot Box Banquets: Political Palates
and Culinary Coalitions" by Veggie Burger (2016) inject a
whimsical flair into the discourse around political gastronomy.
Though these literary escapades offer a welcome reprieve from
scholarly rigor, they regrettably don't provide empirical evidence
to support our investigation. It's akin to bringing a veggie platter
to a barbecue — refreshing, but missing the meaty essence of our
inquiry.

In the pursuit of a well-rounded literature review, it's essential to
consider unconventional sources of insight. As such, we
explored the vast realms of knowledge contained within the
backs of shampoo bottles, where we unexpectedly stumbled
upon cryptic messages that seemed to cryptically reference the
hotdog and voting conundrum. While we can't quite incorporate
these follicle-focused findings into our analysis, they did remind
us that even the most unlikely places can harbor puzzles waiting
to be unraveled. It's like finding a hotdog in a haystack —
improbable, yet strangely intriguing.

As we navigate the seas of scholarly inquiry and hotdog-themed
humor, it's crucial to maintain a balance between rigorous
analysis and lighthearted amusement. The link between political
preferences and competitive eating habits may seem as
improbable as a hotdog walking on its own, but our study aims
to tease out the underlying connection, ultimately adding a
dollop of mustard to the tapestry of academic discourse.

Procedure

To unearth the hidden ties between political preferences and
hotdog consumption, we embarked on a journey through time
and data, applying a methodology as robust and flavorful as a
well-seasoned bratwurst. Our data collection process involved
mining information from a variety of sources, including the MIT
Election Data and Science Lab, Harvard Dataverse, and
Wikipedia. While some may question the credibility of utilizing
Wikipedia for scholarly pursuits, rest assured that we cross-
referenced and fact-checked the information to ensure the
utmost accuracy — after all, we take our hotdogs and statistical
analyses seriously, even if our jokes are entirely "relish-able."”

The first step in our convoluted and poignant mess of research
was to gather the necessary data on Democratic presidential
votes in Washington State from 1979 to 2020. We delved into
archives and databases, navigating through the labyrinth of
political statistics with the precision and determination of a
contestant in a hotdog eating competition — albeit with
considerably less indigestion afterward.

Our next endeavor involved tracking the hotdog consumption
habits of the illustrious and illustriously hungry champions of
Nathan's Hot Dog Eating Competition. We combed through
historical records, interviews, and press releases, sometimes
feeling like amateur detectives in search of the "missing wurst"
— pun intended because, let's face it, it's hard to resist a good
food-related pun.

With these seemingly unrelated data sets in our scholarly grasp,
we undertook the virtuosic art of statistical analysis. We applied
the venerable Pearson correlation coefficient to discern the
degree of association between Democratic votes and hotdog
consumption. This analysis allowed us to quantify the
correlation, answering the burning question of whether political
inclinations and competitive eating capabilities sizzle together
like onions on a grill.

Our statistical journey was not devoid of challenges, akin to the
exasperation of trying to eat a hotdog without any condiments —
or conducting research without encountering unexpected
hiccups. Nonetheless, armed with humor and determination, we
surmounted the obstacles and emerged triumphant, much like a
hotdog emerging unscathed from a high-stakes eating
competition — bun and all.

Admittedly, our methodology may appear unorthodox in the
realm of scientif-ic research, but we fervently believe that the
study of correlations should be as engaging as a well-told
anecdote — albeit one garnished with a zesty relish of probability
and a sprinkle of research rigor. As we traverse the landscape of
absurdity and academia, let's infuse our inquiry with a generous
serving of humor and humility, much like adding a dollop of
mustard to a hotdog — for what is research without a delightful
twist or a funny bone left untickled?

Findings

Our analysis of the connection between Democratic votes in
Washington State and hotdog consumption by the champion of
Nathan's Hot Dog Eating Competition revealed a striking
correlation coefficient of 0.9518823. This correlation indicates a
strong positive relationship between the two wvariables,
underscoring a surprising link between political preference and
the competitive consumption of cylindrical meat products. It's a
pairing more delightful than a hotdog topped with extra relish —
a true "wiener" in the world of statistical findings.

Fig. 1 illustrates the close relationship between the volume of
Democratic votes and the quantity of hotdogs consumed by the
Nathan's Hot Dog Eating Competition champion. The scatterplot
showcases a trend line that would make any statistician proud,
demonstrating the significant association between these
unassuming variables. It's like watching a hotdog and a ballot
box engage in a dance of correlation, proving that in the world
of data, truth can be as strange as fiction.

Undoubtedly, our findings raise important questions about the
intersection of political ideology and competitive eating
prowess. Could it be that individuals who lean towards the
Democratic party are also inclined to relish the thrill of
consuming an excessive number of hotdogs in a competitive
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setting? It's a thought as intriguing as a mystery meat hotdog —
one can't help but wonder about the origins and implications of
such a curious phenomenon.

Years 1979-2020, r=0.952, p<0.01
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Figure 1. Scatterplot of the variables by year

The compelling r-squared value of 0.9060799 further
underscores the robustness of the relationship between
Democratic votes in Washington State and hotdog consumption
by the Nathan's champion. This high r-squared value suggests
that a significant proportion of the wvariability in hotdog
consumption can be explained by the variation in Democratic
votes. It's like the perfect bun-to-hotdog ratio — a harmonious
blend of variables that defines the quintessential hotdog
experience.

As we digest these remarkable findings, it's essential to
appreciate the delightful humor in uncovering such a
connection. The statistical significance of p < 0.01 reminds us
that even the most improbable correlations can pass the rigorous
test of statistical scrutiny. It's like finding a hidden dressing in a
mathematical salad — a delightful surprise that adds zest to the
scholarly menu.

In conclusion, our research sheds light on the "bundamental"
relationship between Democratic votes in Washington State and
hotdog consumption by the Nathan's Hot Dog Eating
Competition champion. As we wrap up our thought-provoking
findings, let's savor one last dad joke: Why don't hotdogs ever
argue? Because they're on a roll! Indeed, our study showcases
that even the most unexpected correlations can take center stage,
much like a well-cooked hotdog at a summer barbecue.

Discussion

The findings of our study not only bolster the existing research
on the curious interplay between political proclivities and
competitive consumption of encased meats but also offer a
flavorful contribution to the field of statistical gastronomy. Our
robust correlation coefficient of 0.9518823 lends substantial
weight to the argument that there is indeed a palpable
connection between Democratic votes in Washington State and
the hotdog-chomping antics of the Nathan's Hot Dog Eating
Competition champion. It's as if statistical analyses and culinary

capers have nestled snugly into a bun of empirical evidence,
creating a palatable blend of humor and hard data.

We harken back to the whimsical works of Frankfurter Fables
and Ballot Box Banquets, whose figurative musings on the
confluence of politics and cuisine now find an unexpected
validation in our empirical findings. The tongue-in-cheek
suggestions made by these literary sources have been served up
with a generous helping of correlative truth, affirming that
sometimes, the most unexpected connections can simmer and
stew beneath the surface, much like an all-beef hotdog awaiting
its turn on the grill.

The strength of our r-squared value, a commendable 0.9060799,
further expounds the robustness of the association between
Democratic votes in the Evergreen State and the hotdog
devouring proclivities of the Nathan's Hot Dog Eating
Competition winner. This statistic speaks volumes about the
extent to which the variability in hotdog consumption can be
elucidated by the variation in Democratic votes - it's a statistical
harmony akin to a well-composed symphony of mustard and
relish, transforming seemingly disparate entities into a
harmonious medley.

Our study not only underscores the potential societal
implications of this correlation but also presents a well-done (or
should we say, well-grilled) example of the enduring charm of
statistical analysis. The p < 0.01 level of statistical significance
unfurls a delightful surprise, much akin to chancing upon a
perfectly toasted hotdog bun in a sea of research data. It reminds
us that even in the serious realm of statistical inquiry, there is
room for a sprinkle of levity and unexpected discoveries.

As we mull over the implications of a "bundamental” connection
between electoral preferences and competitive hotdog
consumption, let's pause for one more dad joke: Why did the
hotdog turn down a chance to be in our study? It didn't want to
be skewered by the data! In a similar vein, our findings reflect
the enduring truth that even the most whimsical-seeming
correlations can reveal layers of meaning and mirth upon closer
inspection, much like unraveling the layers of a particularly
enigmatic onion.

In closing, our study exemplifies the spirit of scholarly inquiry
by unearthing a tasty nugget of insight amidst the crossroads of
politics and gastronomy. Our results serve as a flavorful
reminder that in the realm of research, the most unexpected
connections can often have a tantalizing "bun-derlying" truth,
waiting to be savored and appreciated.

Conclusion

In conclusion, our study provides compelling evidence for the
strong correlation between Democratic votes in Washington
State and the consumption of hotdogs by the champion of
Nathan's Hot Dog Eating Competition. It seems that political
inclinations and epicurean prowess are more intimately
entwined than previously thought, creating a "wiener" of a
correlation that's as captivating as a compelling punchline at a
dad joke competition. Our findings not only highlight the
unexpected harmony between political expressions and
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competitive eating feats but also serve as a reminder that
statistical analysis can unearth delightful surprises akin to
finding an unexpected pickle in a statistical salad.

Our conclusion is as firm as a well-grilled bratwurst — no more
research is needed in this area. After all, we've already
discovered the "relish" connection between ballots and buns,
leaving us with no more "bun-bearable" mysteries to solve. It's
like reaching the end of a hotdog — there's no need to ketchup,
we've mustard all the relevant findings already!

And with that, we bid adieu to this delightful journey of
statistical analysis and gastronomic exploration, reminding
ourselves that even in the world of serious research, a dash of
humor can add flavor to the findings. After all, what's a
statistical study without a few delightful puns and dad jokes to
pepper the discussion?

So, let's raise a toast — or should I say, a hotdog bun? — to the
"bundamental” connection uncovered in our study and savor the
knowledge that even the most unexpected correlations can
"relish" in the spotlight.
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