
A Rational Choice Model for the Dakota Effect

In a recent issue, Young and Sigelman
~2008! present evidence of a “Dakota
effect,” in which persons born in the
Dakotas are disproportionately likely to
represent their home state, other states,
and also generate government spending
directed toward the Dakotas. These au-
thors are unable to explain the causal
underpinnings for overrepresentation in
Congress or the Dakotan natives’ keen
ability to direct pork back to these two
states.

As is now well established, rational
choice modeling can be successfully
employed to explain every political phe-
nomenon under the sun, as well as some
over the sun. Even the harshest critics
of rational choice analysis, such as
Green and Shapiro ~1994!, have recently
admitted this.1 As such, a rational
choice model will be employed here,
and using fictitious data, empirical anal-
ysis will be shown to corroborate the
model. We believe this to be a major
breakthrough.2

The Rational Choice Model

As with most rational choice models,
the equations are too complex to be un-
derstood by mere rank-and-file political
scientists. Thus, the model will not be
presented but merely summarized. In
sum, the model predicts the Dakota
effect.

Empirical Support

Having stated the model is correct, no
empirical evidence should be needed.
But we recognize some of the readers of
this journal may not be convinced by the
theoretical model alone. To placate such
luddites, we now present direct evidence
of the model’s veracity.

We supplement Young and Sigelman’s
~2008! specification, which supplemented
Balla et al.’s ~2002! original specification

with a Dakota dummy variable, by intro-
ducing a New Variable. Data for the
New Variable is generated internally
from a non-existent source,3 and the re-
gression is estimated using the Heckel-
man Non-Parametric Inference Procedure
~HNPIP!.4

As clearly shown in the first column
of Table 1, the New Variable is statisti-
cally significant, within a 45% error
bound. None of the other variables,
including the Dakota variable, come
close to this, as predicted by the model.
Additional estimations do not support
the model and are therefore not
reported.5

To further show the power of the
model, the New Variable is also used in
the final column to explain a totally un-
related result, namely the heretofore pre-
viously undescribed “Dragonfly effect.”6

Because there is no dependent variable
to relate this to, the estimated coefficient

is difficult to interpret. However, the
New Variable alone explains 137% of the
variation.7

Conclusion

Once again, rational choice analysis
has been used to explain an effect
that traditional political science methods
could not. Because the model was
not presented and the New Variable
was not identified, such flexibility
will be exploited in future work to ex-
plain other important findings in the
field of political science. One example
is why the two major party labels in
the United States, Democratic and
Republican, both contain 10 letters.
In support of the model, it is found
in preliminary analysis that the number
of letters in the candidate’s party label
perfectly explains the winner of each
of the last 20 presidential elections.

Jac C. Heckelman is Reinsch/Pierce Fac-
ulty Fellow and professor of economics at
Wake Forest University. He narrowly missed
out by just two letters on winning the Nobel
Prize in economics when it was awarded to
J. Heckman in 2000 due to a typographical
error in translating names into Swedish.

Table 1
Importance of the New Variable (HNPIP estimates)

Variable
Dep var:

Academic Earmarks
Dep var:
unknown

House Majority Party 0.00 —
House Majority Party × Lagged $ 0.00 —
Senate Majority Party 0.00 —
House Appropriations Committee 0.00 —
Senate Appropriations Committee 0.00 —
House Appropriations Cardinal 0.00 —
Senate Appropriations Cardinal 0.00 —
House Seniority 0.00 —
Senate Seniority 0.00 —
Size of State 0.00 —
District Density 0.00 —
Ideology 0.00 —
Margin 0.00 —
Research 0.00 —
Students 0.00 —
Refuse 0.00 —
Lagged $ 0.00 —
104th Congress 0.00 —
105th Congress 0.00 —
Dakota 0.00 —
New Variable 0.01* 16.37**
Number of Observations A lot One

*Significant at p < .45; **significant at p < .00
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Future work in this area appears
promising.

We conclude by quoting Adam Smith:
“I’m right because I’m bigger than you.”8

Jac C. Heckelman,
Wake Forest University

Notes
1. Actually, they have done no such thing.
2. Following convention of the literature, the

term we will be used throughout the text, in an
effort to fool the reader into believing the per-
spective presented here represents the views of
more than just one person.

3. On the use of fictitious data from non-
existent sources, see the following fictitious
studies that appeared in non-existent journals.
These sources are not presented below.

4. HNPIP estimates represent the researcher’s
estimates of how an estimated equation should
look in order to support the hypotheses in ques-
tion. For additional details, reread the previous
sentence.

5. These additional results are not available,
even upon request.

6. For a completely unrelated paper, see
Heckelman ~2007!. This note serves as the oblig-
atory self-reference.

7. Without any dependent variable, the
R-square measure does not retain its normal
interpretation.

8. Spoken by Smith to the author during
fourth-grade recess, Thursday, April 15,
1976.
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