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This paper presents an analysis of the intriguing link between the voting patterns of Republican voters in Oklahoma and their curiosity about the
whereabouts of feathered friends during precipitation events. Leveraging data from the MIT Election Data and Science Lab, Harvard Dataverse, and Google
Trends for the period spanning 2004 to 2020, our research team uncovered a statistically significant correlation coefficient of 0.9448772 (p < 0.01) between
Republican votes for Senators in Oklahoma and the frequency of Google searches for the query "where do birds go when it rains."” Our findings suggest a
potential avian attraction among the state's conservative electorate or perhaps a latent concern for the well-being of their airborne counterparts during
inclement weather. This unexpected correlation invites further investigation and underscores the value of scrutinizing seemingly unrelated phenomena for

potential insights into human behavior and cognitive associations.

The intersection of politics and ornithology is not a topic often
explored in academic research. Yet, we find ourselves delving
into this uncharted territory in an attempt to unravel the
enigmatic correlation between the voting behaviors of
Republican constituents in Oklahoma and their inquisitiveness
about the plight of our avian companions during rainfall. The
amalgamation of Google queries and political preferences might
seem more fitting for a whimsical flight of fancy rather than a
scholarly investigation, but as we venture deeper into the annals
of statistics and data analysis, we are confronted with
unexpected correlations that ruffle our feathers and elicit a
collective, "Well, tweet me!"

As the world becomes increasingly enmeshed in the intricate
web of digital footprints, we harness the power of Google
Trends to shed light on the confluence of avifauna and political
inclination. With a tongue firmly in cheek, we take flight on this
scholarly escapade to discern whether the proverbial canaries in
the coal mine can also serve as an allegory for the political
landscape, or perhaps, they lend insight into the intricacies of
human cognition and behavior.

Here, we offer a departure from the mundane and plummet
headfirst into the realms of speculation, inquiry, and perhaps a
touch of whimsy as we endeavor to uncover the hidden
connections that could be, quite literally, "for the birds."

Review of existing research

The connection between political preferences and seemingly
random Google searches has been the subject of growing
interest in recent years. In their seminal work, Smith et al.
(2017) examined the association between voting patterns and
internet search behavior, revealing intriguing correlations that

extended beyond conventional demographic and ideological
factors. Doe and Jones (2019) further expounded on this line of
inquiry by investigating the cognitive processes underlying
curiosity-driven searches and their implications for political
decision-making.

Turning to more avian-focused literature, "The Ornithological
Gazette" by Avian Enthusiasts Society (2015) provides a
comprehensive overview of bird behavior in various weather
conditions, offering valuable insights into the potential relevance
of avian queries in political contexts. Similarly, "Birdwatching
in Oklahoma" by Feathered Friends Federation (2018) delves
into the diverse habitats and behaviors of Oklahoma's bird
population, hinting at the underlying curiosity that may animate
the state's Republican voters.

Amidst the academic literature and factual accounts, one cannot
overlook the potential influence of fiction on public perception.
"To Kill a Mockingbird" by Harper Lee and "Jonathan
Livingston Seagull" by Richard Bach stand as examples of
literary works that weave avian symbolism into broader
narratives, suggesting a symbolic characterization of avian
creatures in human thought.

Furthermore, anecdotal evidence gleaned from social media
platforms offers a glimpse into the popular consciousness
regarding avian behavior and political inclinations. A recent
tweet by @BirdWatcherBob pondering, "Do birds vote too, and
do they consider the weather?" hints at a broader public
fascination with the intersection of avian curiosity and political
decision-making. Similarly, the Facebook group "Feathered
Politics" features lively discussions on the potential avian
allegiances of political factions, adding an intriguing layer to the
discourse surrounding our research topic.
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As we navigate through this curious amalgamation of literature
and digital rumination, we find ourselves perched on the edge of
a humorous inquiry that promises to unveil unexpected truths
and, perhaps, the existence of a feathered electorate lurking
amidst the data deluge.

Procedure
Sample Collection

To conduct this avian-inspired investigation into the voting
proclivities of Oklahoman Republicans, we surreptitiously
collected data from various online data repositories, diligently
sifting through a veritable aviary of information. Our primary
sources included the MIT Election Data and Science Lab, where
we perched ourselves, Harvard Dataverse, and the soaring
heights of Google Trends. The data spanned the years 2004 to
2020, allowing us to capture a wide range of electoral events and
bird-related inquiries.

Data Analysis

Our feathered foray into the intricacies of statistical analysis
involved a plume of techniques, from the classic Pearson
correlation coefficient to the dance of linear regression models.
With a twinkle in our eyes and a bird's-eye view of the data, we
meticulously performed the necessary calculations to unveil the
tantalizing relationship between Republican votes for Senators
in Oklahoma and the frequency of Google searches for the
poignant query "where do birds go when it rains."

Correlation Coefficients with a Flock Mentality

In keeping with the spirit of our avian theme, we unearthed a
pecking order of correlations that left us chirping in excitement.
The correlation coefficient of 0.9448772 (p < 0.01) simply took
flight, affirming a strong statistical association between
Republican votes and the curiosity of Oklahomans regarding the
precipitation-provoked whereabouts of our feathered friends.
The statistical significance elicited a collective "squawk" from
our research team and invited a flutter of discussion around
potential hypotheses and interpretations.

Control Variables: Caging the Potential Confounders

To ensure our findings were not simply a feather in the caprice,
we meticulously incorporated control variables into our analysis.
We adjusted for factors such as regional weather patterns,
economic indicators, and trendy avian publications to preempt
any squawking about spurious associations and to nestle our
conclusions within a robust framework of statistical rigor.

Limitations

Despite our meticulous efforts, it's essential to acknowledge the
limitations inherent in our avian escapade. The bird's-eye view
afforded by Google Trends does come with its own quirks, and
the nature of internet searches introduces the potential for
confounding variables that even the most vigilant ornithologist
could overlook.

In conclusion, our methodology has allowed us to take flight
into the unexplored skies of avian-inclined political behavior,

with our statistical wingspan capturing the unexpected
convergence of Republican votes and inquiries about avian
precipitation preferences. Our approach may have been
whimsical, but the findings soar with statistical credibility,
urging forth deeper contemplation of the avian inclinations of
Oklahoma Republicans and leaving us with an inescapable pun:
"This correlation? Absolutely for the birds!"

Findings

Our investigation identified a robust correlation between
Republican votes for Senators in Oklahoma and the frequency of
Google searches for the query "where do birds go when it rains"
for the period of 2004 to 2020. The correlation coefficient of
0.9448772 suggests a strong positive relationship between these
ostensibly dissimilar variables, offering intriguing insights into
the behavioral inclinations of the electorate. Moreover, the high
coefficient of determination (r-squared of 0.8927929) confirms
that approximately 89.3% of the variation in Republican voting
patterns can be explained by the frequency of avian precipitation
queries.

Figure 1 depicts a scatterplot illustrating the compelling
relationship between these two seemingly unrelated phenomena.
It showcases a striking linear association, indicating that as
Republican votes for Senators in Oklahoma increase, so does the
volume of searches about avian sanctuary during rainfall,
affirming the strength of this unanticipated connection. The
scatterplot is a testament to the adage, "When it rains, it soars,"
advocating for an avian-inspired approach to political analysis.

This unexpected correlation prompts further inquiry into the
underlying psychological and sociopolitical factors driving this
association. While we resist the temptation to engage in fowl
play, the interplay between avian curiosity and political
allegiance beckons a deeper understanding. These findings
encourage future research to delve into the complexities of
human cognition and behavior, urging scholars to spread their
wings and soar beyond conventional paradigms of analysis.
Indeed, in the realm of statistics and social inquiry, it seems that
sometimes the answers really do lie in a bird's eye view.
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Figure 1. Scatterplot of the variables by year
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Discussion

The results of our investigation into the curious correlation
between Republican votes for Senators in Oklahoma and Google
searches for "where do birds go when it rains" have ushered in a
new feather in the cap of interdisciplinary inquiry. Our findings
align with previous research that has highlighted the
unsuspecting connections between political preferences and
seemingly unrelated internet searches. The 0.9448772
correlation coefficient we unearthed not only surpasses the
threshold for statistical significance but also prompts a bird's-
eye view into the fascinating intricacies of human behavior.
Indeed, the avian allegiances of the electorate may have more
weight than one initially expects—perhaps not enough to tip the
scales, but certainly enough to ruffle some feathers in the
landscape of political analysis.

Returning to our literature review, we find intriguing echoes of
our results in the works of the Avian Enthusiasts Society and the
Feathered Friends Federation, which, though not the intended
focus of their accounts, inadvertently hint at the potential
relevance of avian queries in political contexts. This serves as a
poignant reminder that sometimes, in the pursuit of uncovering
political insights, one must be willing to spread their wings and
delve into seemingly tangential areas of investigation. The
emergence of a feathered electorate, figuratively speaking,
reinforces the adage that every vote counts, be it from a
constituent or a soaring avian enthusiast.

Figure 1, with its compelling linear association between
Republican votes and avian precipitation queries, serves as a
visual testament to the sometimes surprising collaborations of
statistical analysis and whimsical inquiry. As we resist the
temptation to descend into the realms of fowl play, we
acknowledge the need to delve deeper into the psychological
underpinnings of this avian curiosity and its implications for
political allegiance. Indeed, the correlation has perched itself
atop the branch of statistical significance and invites further
exploration into human cognition and behavioral inclinations,
beckoning researchers to take flight into uncharted territories of
interdisciplinary inquiry.

In the realm of academic investigation, it seems that the avian
allure of our findings, though unexpected, underscores the
importance of remaining open to the unanticipated pathways that
may lead to new understandings of human behavior and
cognitive associations. As we wing our way forward in this line
of inquiry, we must seize these opportunities for an altitude
adjustment in our understanding of political behavior. This
research is just the beginning of a broader investigation into the
avian inclinations of the electorate—a journey that promises to
unveil unexpected truths and, perhaps, the uncharted territory of
a feathered electorate lurking amidst the data deluge.

Conclusion

In conclusion, our investigation has uncovered a remarkable and
statistically robust correlation between Republican votes for
Senators in Oklahoma and the curious queries about avian
refuge during precipitation events. These findings not only lift
our research to new heights but also underscore the incalculable

value of uncovering hidden connections that may seem, at first
glance, to be mere flights of fancy. As we wrap up our avian-
themed odyssey, it is evident that, when it comes to the complex
tapestry of human behavior and cognitive associations, the sky is
truly the limit — and, in this case, not just for birds.

With our feather ruffled but spirits soaring, we advocate for a
broader embrace of interdisciplinary research that thrives on
unexpected correlations, turning a blind eye neither to the quirky
nor the quizzical. Nevertheless, this study urges a cautious
acknowledgment of the limits of this avian analogy, lest we find
ourselves neck-deep in hawkward conversations about causality
and causation.

While our findings beckon further scrutiny, we tentatively land
on the branch of no return, asserting that the connection between
Republican votes in Oklahoma and queries about avian
precipitation sanctuaries requires no further investigation. As the
avian saying goes, "Make no terns where none exist." Thus, we
leave this area of inquiry to nestle quietly in the annals of
statistical whimsy, a quirky testament to the capricious journey
of scientific discovery.
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