
As a life-long, oc-
casionally conscripted 
political volunteer, I’ve 
encountered my share of 
smells along the political 
way. Fried chicken in the 
summer at church picnics 
and BBQ on Fourth of 
July in Newnan, Georgia, 
(with the argument about 
which BBQ was better 
— Melear’s or Sprayber-
ry’s). Then there was the 
smell of glue from the 
backs of the envelopes 
we were sending. (Yes, if 
there are enough freshly 
licked envelopes you can 
smell the sticky, sweet 
smell of the glue).

Other smells: just-fired 
firecrackers in a rural 
town after Fourth of July, 
sweat after walking the 
fifth Fourth of July pa-
rade in the sweltering sun 
in Georgia. 

Presidential campaign 
smells included pork on the 
stick (a delicacy, according 
to my husband, Jimmy), 
fried butter, fried Oreos, 
fried anything as you walk 
down the midway of the 
Iowa State Fair. The smell 
of the pasture that you step 
onto after parking the car 
outside a campaign rally in 
South Carolina. The smell 
of freshly fallen snow in 
Alaska when stepping out 
of the airport. And the 
smell of crawfish and beer 
in a bar in Houma, Louisi-
ana. None of these is easy 
to forget. These are the 
smells I recalled when re-
flecting on the words “pol-
itics and smell” together.

Wow, was I wrong.
An article published 

this week in the American 
Journal of Political Sci-
ence titled, “Assortative 
Mating on Ideology Could 
Operate Through Olfacto-
ry,” by Rose McDermott, 
Dustin Tingley and Peter 
Hatemi, provides a very 
different perspective.

Smells provide not only 
context for political ven-
ues, but indications, en-
ticements to engage (or 
is that to be engaged?) to 
those who share the same 
political leanings.

“Similarity between 
spouses is common ... 
but in humans, long-term 
mates correlate more 
highly on social and polit-
ical attitudes than almost 
any other trait, with the 
exception of religion. ... 
Unlike religion, assorta-
tive mating on attitudes 
does not appear to result 
from partners becoming 
more similar over time, 
social homogamy or di-
rect selection.”

What this means is that 
couples with similar politi-
cal leanings end up togeth-
er. You might wonder why 
your date, then your mate, 
have social and political 

views that are like yours. 
You weren’t selecting for 
those; you were looking 
instead to see if they made 
your heart flutter when 
you saw them or made 
your feet tingle when you 
kissed. At least, those were 
a few of the items I select-
ed for when my husband 
and I were dating.

“A growing body of 
evidence reveals that the 
mechanisms that account 
for differences in ideo-
logical attitudes are ge-
netically and biologically 
influenced and conscript 
olfactory processes,” the 
authors conclude. “In this 
research note, we integrate 
these lines of inquiry and 
reveal that people find the 
smell of ideologically sim-
ilar others more attractive, 
thereby providing prelim-
inary evidence suggesting 
that one of the mecha-
nisms by which political 
assortative mating occurs 
is through subconscious 
sexual attraction to variant 
body odors.”

So it’s not simply that 
you associate and hang 
out with those who have 
similar beliefs; it’s that 
people find the smell of 
those who share simi-
lar political views more 
pleasant than the smells 
of those who have differ-
ent views. The experiment 
was conducted without 
the test subjects seeing the 
other person, so the pref-
erence was not based on 
physical attributes.

Genetic predispositions 
(i.e., specific genomic 
regions) were identified 

by a study conducted by 
Hatemi in 2001 “that ac-
counts for variation in 
ideological orientation, 
one of which contained 
a large number of olfac-
tory receptors.” The au-
thors noted research in 
2013 that concluded that: 
“people may be subcon-
sciously choosing an op-
timal mating partner who 
would increase the prob-
ability of having children 
with more social and ge-
netic advantages.”

The authors conclud-
ed, “individuals find the 
smell of those who are 
more ideologically similar 
to themselves more attrac-
tive than those endorsing 
opposing ideologies; re-
call that participants never 
saw the individuals whose 
smells they were evaluat-
ing, and the order of target 
subjects was randomized 
for each evaluator.”

People prefer the smell 
of those with similar po-
litical views — so indeed 
— those who disagree 
with your political views 
might be turning their 
noses up at you, albeit un-
consciously. As smelly as 
politics occasionally gets, 
it’s even more fascinating 
that the science of smell 
and political ideology 
might help determine who 
we end up with.

To find out more about 
Jackie Gingrich Cushman, 
and read features by other 
Creators Syndicate writers 
and cartoonists, visit www.
creators.com.
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Andy McMichael said: “This is pathetic. The BOC has 
no backbone whatsoever. I guess they will buckle to every 
outside interest group in the future”
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Too Much

There is no question that throughout the last month 
there has been much political intrigue, finger pointing, 
punishments and revoked punishments, in our county 
leadership. The vote Tuesday night to reinstate J.C. 
Henderson to all the positions that were stripped from 
him was a general surprise for many, but according to 
county attorney Tommy Craig it was the right thing to 
do .

We can only hope that J.C. Henderson has been 
scared straight and will learn from this experience that 
siding with the highest bidder is not always the most 
honorable thing to do.

The other big news is that the 2050 Plan has been 
dealt a death blow. It seems a shame that after 10 years 
of progressive thinking that this should happen. We, 
again, hope that someone has a plan that will lead the 
county down the road to growth and prosperity because 
if they don’t we are going to continue down the same 
dysfunctional path we are on now.

We think it’s now time to let last month’s hostilities 
go and allow all of us that care about a prosperous and 
progressive city and county get back to work together 
in order to insure that our community has a goal and a 
plan to see us down the road of a grand future for our-
selves our children and our grandchildren. 

We welcome editorial cartoons and letters 
to the editor. Please include full name, 
hometown and phone number. Letters 
must be 350 words or less to be consid-
ered for publication. 
• Mail: Editor, The Covington News, P.O. 
Box 1249, Covington, GA 30015
 • In person: 1166 Usher St. Covington, 
GA 30015 
 • email: news@covnews.com

HAVE YOUR SAY

The Board of Commissioners meeting put J.C. Henderson 
back on the Nelson Heights Community Center and 

Recreation Department boards:

JACKIE GINGRICH 
CUSHMAN
COLUMNIST

Smells like political spirit

COVINGTON NEWS 
ONLINE POLL

Do you believe the local Newton 
hospital should be sold to a 
private hospital company or 
remain non-profit?

Keep non-profit and 
continue to take taxes: 

Note: this is not a scientific poll. Results are 
from our daily poll at covnews.com

26%

Sell to for profit hospital 
group that pays taxes: 

74%

from Facebook

Dianne Wyatt Garrett  said: “Maybe all the citizens of 
Newton County should march to demand Tommy Craig be 
replaced. After all, we, the citizens of this county, pay his 
ridiculous salary.”

Dear editor

Our County Commissioners 
reached a new low point (Tuesday 
night). It was predictable but oh 
so disappointing. Commissioners 
Levie Maddox and John Douglas, 
with much help from county at-
torney Tommy Craig, managed to 
restore all of Commissioner J.C. 
Henderson’s duties and also all 
the money scheduled for projects 
in his district.  

Mr. Craig stated that he had a 
revelation while taking a shower 
(no kidding here) and now believes 
the BOC had no legal authority to 
remove Henderson from the Rec-
reation Commission and Nelson 
Heights boards. I should point 
out that Mr. Craig, by his own ad-
mission, had allowed the BOC to 
wrongfully appoint members of 

the Recreation Commission since 
1999. How convenient it seems to 
remember, forget or misinterpret 
certain laws or ordinances as the 
need arises.

Then, in an unbelievable pro-
nouncement, Mr. Craig declared 
that Henderson (and presumably 
Chairman Keith Ellis), had com-
mitted only a “minor, technical “ 
violation of the law in the $4,500 
check episode. He said this with a 
straight face after Commissioner 
Nancy Shulz read word for word 
from the state constitution and from 
the county ethics ordinances, both 
of which were clearly violated. In a 
few minutes, Mr. Craig, Mr. Doug-
las and Mr. Maddox restored all of 
Henderson’s authority and declared 
both Henderson and Ellis innocent 
of anything illegal. 

What a demonstration of absolute 

power and control and disregard of 
law! As a result of the motion to ex-
onerate Henderson, his supporters 
at the meeting were embodied to 
make loud, disparaging statements 
against Commissioner Shulz. Then 
they left thinking they were right all 
along about Henderson being tar-
geted because of racism.  

Unless we can wake up our cit-
izenry, we should expect worse 
things in the future. The BOC just 
got away with condoning unethi-
cal and illegal conduct by two of 
their own. Was that caving in to 
the African American community 
or was it an attempt to discour-
age any further investigation into  
BOC operations and spending. If 
Tommy says it’s ok, then that set-
tles it, right? 

 
Lawrence E. McSwain (Larry) 

Dear editor

The chastisement of Newton 
County Commissioner J.C. Hen-
derson by our local newspaper and 
his fellow commissioners clearly 
shows an enormous degree of arro-
gance and hypocrisy.

First, the $4,500 loan made by 
Newton County to Mr. Henderson 
was legal and with precedent. The 
loan would fit the classification of a 
“secured loan” since it was backed 
by his future earnings and possi-
bly also by his retirement benefits. 
Mr. Henderson had recently been 
re-elected to a four-year term. The 
validity or the soundness of the 
loan was never in doubt. The crux 
of this scenario is that Mr. Hender-
son owed government entity mon-

ey, and then all of the inefficient, 
unpopular commissioners around 
him seized upon this opportunity 
to punish Mr. Henderson to make 
them “look good.” Sociologists tell 
us there is a common desire for 
individuals or groups to have oth-
er individuals or groups to “look 
down on.” They believe this keeps 
them “off the bottom.”

It is hard to comprehend or un-
derstand why this loan was even 
“newsworthy” (with numerous 
headlines) when a large number of 
other government officials (or em-
ployees) have owed (or still owe) 
enormous sums of money to either 
the Federal, State, County and/or 
City Governments. 

It has, in the past, been “a way 
of life” for city policemen to owe 

large sums of back taxes to the 
county and city. The Newton Coun-
ty attorney owes millions to the 
IRS as shown by “open,” recorded, 
Federal tax liens on record in the 
Newton County clerk’s office. 

The point is none of the above 
government liabilities ever made 
headlines in the form of vindic-
tive news reports. Surely it is not 
because all of the above are white, 
and Mr. Henderson is black? New-
ton County is already in a state of 
degradation with a high crime rate, 
high unemployment, “drug prob-
lems,” poverty and a divided pop-
ulace. 

The treatment of Mr. Henderson 
further divides the County.

 
Harry Long

letter to the editor

Teresa Owens Reed said: “Breaking the law a little 
bit is like being a little bit pregnant. This is ridiculous....
however, Henderson and Craig are not the only guilt parties 
in this debacle. If Newton County wants to present itself as 
a county of progress then it must put away ALL of its old 
“good ole boy” ways of the past and its Mayberry ways of 
handling the county finances. All people within the county 
handling the public money or decisions regarding public 
money have a fiduciary duty to handle OUR tax payer 
money properly! And aren’t we all so proud of the other 
commissioners for taking a stand on the issue........continue 
to pray. It is our only hope.”

Dee Smith said: “How bout better jobs and education. 
Let’s teach these cats how to be men. This one sided bs has 
gone on long enough.”

Dennis Taylor said: “County Attorney Tommy Craig ( who is 
receiving around $1.5 million of taxpayer assistant to advise the BOC 
on legal matters) stated that JC might have broken the law but it 
was only by a little bit so he thought it was probably ok. In the Sept 
2nd meeting Craig advised the BOC that the action they were taking 
against JC was legal. Then he comes back last night and states that 
most of what they had done was illegal. Schulz was smart enough 
to have the law in front of her to read. She made a bigger idiot out 
of Crag than he had already shown. All of this took place because 
of bad advice from county attorney Craig. I fully believe the other 
commissioners caved in so they can keep JC’s vote when they need 
it. I believe Craig changed his views- not by law- But to insure he 
keeps JC’s vote when the vote to keep him comes up in Jan. Let 
there be no doubt to the citizens of Newton County that we have 
a corrupt government that runs far and deep....” — See more at 
facebook.com/covnews


