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In this paper, we dive into the peculiar realms of political behavior and internet searches to unravel the surprising association between Oregonian senators'
democratic votes and the peculiar trend of googling "how to annex Texas." Through a rigorous analysis of data from the MIT Election Data and Science Lab,
Harvard Dataverse, and Google Trends spanning the years 2004 to 2020, we stumbled upon an eye-catching correlation coefficient of 0.9597252 and p <
0.01. The results of our study are as intriguing as a Texan tumbleweed, suggesting a potential underlying link between political leanings and online curiosity
about the Lone Star State's territorial fate. Our findings open up a treasure trove of questions for further investigation, compelling us to ponder, in the words
of the great philosopher Dolly Parton, "What in annexation?

Politics and the internet - an unlikely pair akin to a cowboy in a
spacesuit.  Yet,  in  the  ever-changing  landscape  of  modern
society, these two worlds seem to intersect more often than one
would  expect.  Our  work  delves  into  this  unusual  junction  to
explore the bewildering connection between the voting patterns
of  Oregonian senators  and the rather  unconventional  habit  of
googling "how to annex Texas."

The Pacific Northwest is not typically associated with dreams of
Lone Star conquest,  nor  is Oregon known for its  yearning to
expand into the vast Texan expanse. However, as we pried into
the depths of data, we stumbled upon a correlation that was as
eyebrow-raising as witnessing a parliament of owls tap-dancing.
The correlation coefficient stood tall at 0.9597252 - a figure that
demanded our attention and raised more eyebrows than a clumsy
barber.

Our decision to embark on this endeavor was met with raised
eyebrows and quizzical looks, but we forged ahead, determined
to uncover what lay at the confluence of political loyalties and
implications of territorial expansion. With data in hand from the
MIT Election Data and Science Lab, Harvard Dataverse, and the
ever-watchful  eye  of  Google  Trends,  our  analytical  journey
began.

This unexpected entanglement of political affiliations and search
engine queries has left us scratching our heads more than a nosy
neighbor  watching  the  drama unfold  next  door.  As  we  delve
deeper into our findings, we invite the reader to accompany us
on this intellectual rollercoaster, complete with unexpected turns
and the occasional loop-de-loop of curiosity.

Join us as we navigate through the labyrinth of internet queries
and political inclinations, as we seek to unearth the underlying
reasons behind this peculiar relationship. Our quest promises to
be as riveting as a high-stakes poker game, where the odds are
intriguing and the stakes are nothing short of enthralling.

So fasten your seatbelts, dear reader, and prepare to be whisked
away  into  the  enigmatic  world  of  political  affiliations  and
territorial  ponderings  as  we  unravel  the  captivating  tale  of
Democrats in the Desert.

Review of existing research

     To comprehend the perplexing correlation between the voting
behaviors of Oregonian senators and the inexplicably recurrent
Google searches for "how to annex Texas," we embarked on a
quest  through  the  labyrinth  of  existing  literature.  Our
exploration began with rigorously researched studies that delved
into the realms of political behavior, online trends, and even the
quirks of human curiosity.

     Smith and Doe (2015) took the initial step in unraveling the
mysteries of online search patterns and political leanings in their
comprehensive  study  titled  "Search  Queries  and  Political
Preferences." Their findings initially leaned towards the serious,
noting the statistically significant relationship between political
party associations and keyword search frequencies. However, as
we delved into the finer details, we stumbled upon a nugget of
amusement,  as  they  observed  a  pronounced  surge  in  queries
related to territorial expansions and state boundaries, akin to a
digital treasure map leading us to our peculiar search query.

     In a similar vein, Jones (2017) contemplated the intersection
of political affiliations and the idiosyncrasies of public interest
in  his  work,  "Curious  Queries:  Unraveling  the  Ties  between
Online Searches and Political Beliefs." While the primary focus
of  the  study  revolved  around  the  predictable  search  trends
related to political figures and policy issues, the author stumbled
upon an unexpected association between democratic sentiments
and  fascination  with  the  geopolitical  fate  of  Texas.  This
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discovery left us more puzzled than a Rubik's Cube in the hands
of a toddler.

     Transitioning  from the  academic  tomes  of  research,  we
turned our attention to non-fiction works that offered insights
into the intricate tapestry of American politics and the allure of
territorial  dynamics.  Titles  such  as  "The  State  of  American
Democracy" by John Smith and "Borderline: A Journey Through
America's Territorial Quirks" by Jane Doe provided a canvas for
contemplation, as they painted a vivid picture of the tumultuous
undercurrents  shaping  political  narratives  and  territorial
aspirations.  Amidst  the  scholarly  depth,  we  found  ourselves
gravitating  towards  the  lighter  side  of  the  literary  spectrum,
venturing  into  fictional  realms  that  tantalizingly  flirted  with
themes of political intrigue and territorial ambitions.

     The works of fiction, such as "Annexation Anecdotes" by A.
K.  Jones  and  "The  Texan  Takeover  Tales"  by  S.  M.  Smith,
teased our imagination, offering a whimsical escape into a world
where the lines between reality and absurdity seemed to blur,
much like a mirage in the Texan desert. As we navigated through
the pages of these colorful narratives, we couldn't help but draw
parallels  between  the  outlandish  scenarios  unfolding  in  the
fictional  realm  and  the  improbable  connection  we  were
attempting to untangle in our research.

     Drawing inspiration from the unlikely sources of amusement,
we couldn't resist acknowledging the peculiar parallels found in
the  world  of  board  games.  Games  such  as  "Risk:  Political
Edition" and "Settlers of the Senate" sparked our imagination,
offering a bizarre yet strangely fitting reflection of the entangled
themes we sought to investigate. After all, what better way to
contemplate geopolitical aspirations and political maneuverings
than through the lens of dice rolls and strategy cards?

     As we traversed this meandering path through literature, we
found ourselves  teetering  on  the  precipice  of  fascination  and
folly, embracing the unexpected twists and turns along the way.
With a wink to the absurd and a nod to the curious, we set the
stage  for  our  own  foray  into  the  enigmatic  landscape  of
Oregonian senators, democratic predilections, and the audacious
query  that  beckons with  the allure  of  a  puzzle  waiting to  be
solved.

Procedure

To unravel  the  enigma  of  the  correlation  between  Oregonian
senators'  voting  patterns  and  the  search  interest  in  annexing
Texas, we embarked on a meticulous journey through the digital
realms of data analysis. Our exploration began by gathering data
from a variety of sources, resembling a digital treasure hunt with
-  you  guessed  it  -  Google  Trends,  MIT  Election  Data  and
Science Lab, and the Harvard Dataverse serving as our trusty
maps.

Our extensive dataset spanned the illustrious years from 2004 to
2020,  a  timeframe riddled with  more plot  twists  than  a  soap
opera  finale.  With  an  impressive  array  of  data  surrounding
Democratic votes for Senators in Oregon and the search queries
for "how to annex Texas," we were armed and ready to untangle
this web of online intrigue and political prowess.

To measure the oscillations of interest  in annexing Texas,  we
conducted trend analyses using Google Trends.  This involved
setting  our  digital  compass  to  navigate  the  ebb  and  flow of
search  interest,  making  sure  to  steer  clear  of  any  digital
whirlpools.

Meanwhile, to capture the political allegiance and behavior of
Oregonian senators, we delved into the esteemed MIT Election
Data and Science Lab and the Harvard Dataverse. We made sure
to handle this data with care, akin to a delicate soufflé fresh out
of the oven.

With these diverse datasets in hand, our next step was to engage
in the formidable task of data wrangling and preprocessing. This
process  was  akin  to  taming  a  wild  bronco,  requiring  skill,
finesse, and the occasional lasso. We harmonized the datasets to
ensure  their  compatibility,  just  like  expert  ringmasters
orchestrating a grand circus performance.

Following the harmonization process, we performed an array of
statistical  analyses,  including  but  not  limited  to  regression
models  and  time  series  analyses.  Our  statistical  arsenal
resembled  a  trove  of  artifacts  in  an  academic  museum,  each
piece  meticulously  selected  to  shed  light  on  the  peculiar
relationship we were attempting to decipher.

Intriguingly, our analyses unearthed a correlation coefficient of
0.9597252, a value more awe-inspiring than a unicorn sighting
in the financial district. With a p-value less than 0.01, our results
stood more robust than a resilient oak tree weathering the forces
of nature.

As we navigated through the labyrinth of data, our journey was
marked by countless 'Eureka' moments, akin to an exhilarating
game  of  academic  hide-and-seek.  Our  approach  was
characterized  by  meticulous  attention  to  detail,  a  sprinkle  of
whimsy,  and  just  the  right  amount  of  flair  -  after  all,  what's
scientific research without a dash of pizzazz?

Findings

Our  foray  into  the  unexpected  nexus  of  Oregonian  senators'
democratic voting behavior and the peculiar online exploration
of "how to annex Texas" led us down a rather unexpected rabbit
hole. Much like a dusty old map leading to hidden treasure, our
data revealed a remarkable correlation coefficient of 0.9597252.
This figure held its ground with a sturdiness that would make
even the hardiest of tumbleweeds envious.

The  strength  of  this  correlation,  further  supported  by  an  r-
squared value of 0.9210725 and a p-value of less than 0.01, left
us both surprised and amused. To put it simply, the relationship
between these variables was as robust as a cowboy's handshake
and as statistically significant as a Texan barbecue.

In  Figure  1,  our  scatterplot  illustrates  this  undeniable  link
between the voting preferences of Oregonian senators and the
online interest in the hypothetical annexation of Texas. The data
points  sit  snugly  along  a  positively  sloped  line,  painting  a
picture that surely tickles the imagination. This figure is like an
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optical illusion at a county fair; the more you stare at it, the more
you catch yourself scratching your head in fascination.

Figure 1. Scatterplot of the variables by year

Our  findings  tease  at  the  possibility  of  a  deeper  connection
between  political  allegiance  and  the  remote  daydreams  of
territorial  expansion.  The correlation between these seemingly
unrelated  phenomena  is  as  mystifying  as  a  desert  mirage,
leaving us pondering the motivations behind such a compelling
association. It's like stumbling upon a cactus in the middle of a
cornfield – curious and unexpected, yet undeniably captivating.

As we unpack the implications of our results, we can't help but
feel like explorers charting uncharted territories. The unexpected
connections we stumbled upon are as unexpected as a rodeo in a
rainstorm,  urging  us  to  delve  deeper  into  the  intersection  of
political leanings and fantastical musings about state borders.

Our study lays the groundwork for  a  new avenue of  inquiry,
inviting  further  exploration  of  the  enthralling  relationship
between political behavior and online curiosity. The unexpected
link  we  uncovered  between  Democrats  in  Oregon  and  the
daydreams of annexing Texas encourages us to forge ahead into
uncharted  intellectual  terrain,  with  the  excitement  of  a
prospector stumbling upon a gold nugget.

In  conclusion,  our  findings  elevate  the  eyebrow-raising
correlation between Oregonian senators'  democratic  votes  and
the fascination with annexing Texas to the status of an academic
enigma. It's  as if  we've stumbled onto the trail  of  a mythical
creature  –  improbable,  yet  undeniably  captivating.  This
unexpected correlation beckons us to seek deeper understanding
of  the  peculiar  intertwining  of  political  allegiance  and  wild
imaginations, much like a riddle that demands to be unraveled.

We are left with more questions than answers, but one thing is
clear: the alliance between political inclinations and daydreams
of territorial expansion is a fascinating puzzle, reminiscent of a
game of political chess that unfolds in the vast expanse of the
internet.

Discussion

The prodigious correlation between the voting  inclinations  of
Oregonian  senators  and  the  seemingly  perplexing  flurry  of

online endeavors to comprehend the hypothetical annexation of
Texas,  as  unveiled  in  our  study,  is  as  unexpected  as  a
tumbleweed  in  a  blizzard.  Our  findings  serendipitously
corroborate the prior research by Smith and Doe (2015),  who
speculated  on  the  latent  interest  in  territorial  expansions  and
state boundaries, akin to a digital treasure hunt leading us to our
captivating  search  query.  An  intriguing  parallel  indeed,  as  if
navigating a labyrinth of political preference and surreptitious
cyber-exploration  akin  to  the  enchanting  allure  of  a  fabled
hidden treasure.

Similarly, Jones (2017) stumbled upon an unforeseen association
between  democratic  sentiments  and  the  fascination  with  the
geopolitical  fate  of  Texas,  leaving  us  more  perplexed  than  a
Rubik's  Cube  in  the  hands  of  a  toddler.  Our  results  afford  a
whimsical  yet  astonishing  validation  of  this  peculiar
intersection, tantamount to discovering a cherished relic amidst
the annals of academic inquiry.

Drawing inspiration from the improbable sources of amusement,
we  find  a  delightful  harmony  with  the  vibrant  tapestry  of
literature - a convergence of the serious and the whimsical, akin
to a play of light and shadow in a captivating stage performance.
The enthralling dance between the tangible and the conjectural,
between  fact  and  fiction,  seems  to  mirror  the  captivating
correlation we uncovered in our exploration.

Our discovery is akin to a mirage in the Texan desert  – both
illusory and enticing but nonetheless prompting further scrutiny
and  contemplation.  The  robustness  of  the  correlation,
reminiscent  of  a  sturdy  cowboy's  handshake,  beckons  us  to
delve  deeper  into  the  enigmatic  landscape  of  political
proclivities and fanciful notions of territorial expansion. These
results open an exciting treasure trove of questions, compelling
us to ponder Dolly Parton's quizzical "What in annexation?"

This  unexpected  union  of  political  allegiance  and  whimsical
contemplation  evokes  a  deeply  evocative  sense  of  wonder,
thrusting  us  into  uncharted  intellectual  terrain,  much  like
explorers  charting the mysteries  of  a  yet  unexplored  frontier.
The unexpected correlation we've unravelled urges us to press
forward with the fervor of a prospector unearthing a long-lost
treasure.

Our  study  ventures  to  push  the  boundaries  of  conventional
inquiry,  infused  with  the  excitement  of  stumbling  upon  an
unanticipated conundrum that demands to be unwrapped.  The
nexus between contemplations of state borders and the robust
expressions of political preference is comparable to a riddle that
beckons to be decoded and we eagerly anticipate the unfolding
of this enigma.

Conclusion

As  we  pack  up  our  statistical  lassos  and  bid  adieu  to  this
unexpected  journey,  we  are  left  with  a  trail  of  questions  as
winding as a river in the Oregonian desert. The correlation we
unveiled between democratic votes for senators in the Beaver
State  and  the  peculiar  interest  in  annexing  Texas  is  as
confounding as  a  cowboy riding a unicycle – perplexing,  yet
undeniably entertaining.
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Much like trying to lasso a comet, we found our hands full with
this  unlikely  connection.  The  statistical  robustness  of  our
findings  is  as  sturdy as  a  Texan longhorn,  leaving  us  with  a
sensation akin to finding a UFO in a cattle ranch – perplexing
and guaranteed to raise some eyebrows.

While  we  may not  have  unraveled  the  mysteries  behind  this
amusing  association,  our  findings  undoubtedly  invite  further
exploration into the mystical  depths of  political  behavior  and
internet curiosity. However,  it's  safe to say that our quest has
ended  –  a  conclusion as  final  as  the last  tumbleweed rolling
across the desert plains.

In the immortal words of Mark Twain, "The report of my death
was an exaggeration," but in the case of further research in this
area,  we  confidently  assert:  "Further  investigation  will  be  as
inconclusive as a one-armed bandit in a game of political poker.
It's high time to fold and mosey on to a new frontier. Yeehaw!"
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