Important, yet moderate: Explaining voter heterogeneity on issues and salience
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Abstract
The present paper is conceived as a research agenda and its main goal is to introduce the topic of congruence between issue position extremity and issue salience. Previous scholarly work in the field of political science argues that the extremity of one’s issue position already encompasses the salience component. Thus, accounting for both of them in spatial models is redundant and does not increase the explanatory power of these models when vote choice is of interest. However, assertions from social psychology suggest that attitude importance (centrality or salience) and attitude extremity are two distinct dimensions of attitude strength, with varying correspondence between each other. The present research agenda grasps this puzzle, and asks why do some people feel strongly about an issue but choose not to take definitive sides on it? It offers a theoretical framework for analyzing the relationship between these two attitude dimensions, and proposes a quantitative research strategy to (1) identify the issue- and individual-specific determinants of congruence, and (2) correctly incorporate this latent class of individuals in estimation of spatial models.
