
CIVIC EMPOWERMENT INDEX 2012 

Civic Empowerment Index of the Lithuanian society was counted already for the fifth time after a 

two-year break. The specificity of this year’s research was that the civic empowerment of the 

Lithuanian pupils was examined with more detail. Furthermore, respondents (both pupils and adults) 

were asked to evaluate the civic education subject in schools.  

The most important results of the 2012 Lithuanian Civic Empowerment Index research will be 

summarized in the following pages. 

CIVIC EMPOWERMENT OF THE LITHUANIAN SOCIETY 

1. Research data shows that the Lithuanian civic empowerment in the last few years was not 

growing and still remains fairly poor. The estimated value of the 2012 civic empowerment 

index is 35.0 (out of 100) and in 2010 this value was 35.5. 

Although in the last years the civic empowerment of the Lithuanian society practically did 

not change, looking back to the results of previous years, we can claim that small changes in 

some are a part of more significant tendencies that showed up in a longer period of time. 

For example, since 2007, citizen involvement in civic activities is constantly growing (from 

27.4 average index value in 2007 to 38.4 in 2012). However, potential activity is constantly 

going down (from 39.7 average index value in 2007 to 34.3 in 2012) which means that there 

are less people who are willing to engage in activities solving some national or local 

problems. Looking from time perspective it is also evident that perception of civic society’s 

influence is a bit growing, however, at the same time civic activity risk assessment is 

remaining constant. 

Bigger civic empowerment is specific to younger, more educated, living in bigger cities and 

wealthier citizens. Pupils and students as well as working citizens tend to have the biggest 

civic empowerment whereas unemployed, pensioners and people that are in 

maternity/paternity leave tend to have the smallest civic empowerment. 

2.  Civic activeness index in 2012 had an average value of 38.4. Compared with the value of 

2010, the growth of civic activeness index was not statistically significant. However, looking 

from time perspective, while the growth of civic activeness was not very significant, it was 

constant since 2007. 

As in previous years, most popular civic activities in 2012 were environment cleaning 

activities and donating to charities – in the last two years, every second respondent claimed 

to have participated in these activities. Another popular activity was participating in local 

community‘s activities – 4 out of 10 respondents claimed to have participated in such 

activities. 27 percent of respondents claimed to have not participated in any of the 17 

mentioned civic activities. 

Compared with previous years, in 2012 citizens were slightly more active while addressing to 

public institutions to notify about law violations (however, generally speaking this activity 

was not very popular among citizens – only 17 percent claimed to have done it). 

Furthermore, slightly more people participated in environment cleaning activities, although 



participation in these kind of activities is constantly growing since 2008. The biggest 

reduction was in activities that need financial resources: in 2012 compared with 2010, less 

people were donating to charity and buying goods because of moral or political motives. 

Participating in civic activities depends on education level, income and residency: more 

active are people with higher education, bigger income and living in bigger cities.  

3. Potential civic activity average value in 2012 was 34.3. In 2012 this value was 35.4 and in 

2009 – 38.3. Therefore, we can notice a declining citizens‘ will to solve problems that occur 

in their own state.  

Some kind of action solving a serious political, economic or any local problem would be 

taken by respectively four, five and seven citizens out of ten. Such action would be initiated 

only by respectively one out of twenty, one or two out of ten. 

Compared with previous years’ results it can be noticed that problems which would trigger 

political activeness remain the same – most people would take action to solve local 

problems while only a small part of respondents would take action to solve political 

problems. 

It can be seen that the general will to take action is slightly reduced. Percentage of people 

that would join organized activities solving some political or economic problem is going 

down. However, there are more people that are not certain how they would behave in the 

face of a political or economic problem and less people that say they would not get involved. 

Although the percentage of people that would engage in activities solving some local 

problem remained practically the same since 2010, it can also be noticed that more people 

would not just join the activities but also initiate them. 

Potential civic activeness is related to age, education level, income and residency: more will 

to engage in civic activities is common among younger respondents with higher education, 

bigger income and living in bigger cities. 

Occupation is also important – pupils and students as well as self-employed and employees 

are more prone to solving problems themselves whereas pensioners and unemployed are 

more passive. 

Talking about civic participation attitudes, most Lithuanian citizens think that “ordinary 

people” should participate at least a little in the public life, that is to be concerned with 

community issues and to vote in elections (58 percent). However, only 16 percent think that 

every citizen should actively engage in community activities. More respondents think that 

good citizens should just live honestly their personal life (22 percent). 

4. Civic efficacy perception index in 2012 had an average value of 45.0. The biggest power to 

influence public decisions, in respondents’ opinion, has the President and Parliament 

members: their influence is estimated to be 9 points in a scale of 10 points; public officials 

got 8 out of 10 points. People’s belief in the power of municipality councils, businessmen 

and media is also high: these three groups got 7 out of 10 points. Grassroots organizations 

and communities got a little less points – 5 out of 10. Whereas respondents’ sense of 



personal influence and other ordinary citizens is very low (3 points out of 10). The 

predominant beliefs about power of different society groups remain the same and average 

values did not change significantly since 2010. 

The highest sense of personal influence is common to younger respondents living in bigger 

cities as well as respondents with higher education and bigger income. When taking 

occupation into consideration, highest self-influence values are common to pupils and 

students. Whereas pensioners, respondents with special secondary or advanced vocational 

education as well as those getting small income and living in rural areas tend to evaluate 

their self-influence as very low. 

Most of the respondents are quite reserved about their competences to understand political 

life and act in public arena: only 31 percent think that they have a good understanding about 

main problems of the state, 22 percent feel good about their personal competences that are 

necessary in political life, 16 percent think that they could perform political duties at least 

not worse than other citizens and only 13 percent think that they understand politics and 

governance better than most other citizens. 

Personal political competences are evaluated better by males, respondents with higher 

education, bigger income, living in big cities, self-employed, employees and pupils or 

students. 

Subjective political efficacy index in 2012 correlates with civic influence perception index: 

respondents that evaluate higher their personal political competences are more optimistic 

about their power to influence public decisions. 

5. The majority of population associates civic engagement with political and social risks: 59 

percent think that it is very likely or likely that a person initiating or actively participating in 

civic activities could lose a job, 55 percent think that such a person could be publically 

attacked or slandered and 52 percent think that it would be possible to receive death 

threats. Even 60 percent think that a civically active person could be thought to be acting for 

selfish reasons and 48 percent agree that such a person would be considered weird. 

Having in mind that every tenth citizen in the 2012 survey did not have an opinion on this 

question, it could be claimed that the social environment for civic activities in Lithuania 

remains very unfavorable. Every of the mentioned risks seem unlikely or very unlikely only 

for 3-4 citizens out of 10. Furthermore, it could be noticed that even 37 percent of 

respondents thought that all five mentioned risks were very likely or likely. Only 3 percent 

thought that none of the risks were likely. 

Civic risk perception is mostly related to education and residency: people with higher 

education and living in bigger cities tend to see fewer risks connected to civic activities. 

6. Lithuanian citizens are still not very interested in public matters. The index of interest in 

public matters in 2012 was 41.0 out of 100 and during the last few years it has not changed 

significantly. More interested in public matters are people with higher education, bigger 

income, self-employed and living in bigger cities. Less interested respectively are people 



with small income, lower education, unemployed and living in towns (not villages!). No 

differences are found according to sex and age. 

48 percent of respondents think that media in general could be trusted, that means the 

information presented in it is reliable. However, only 2 percent think that information about 

government and its decisions presented in the media is trustworthy. 40 percent of 

respondents tend to evaluate critically the information that they read or hear in the media 

and even 10 percent do not have opinion on the subject.  

In 2012 it was noticeable that people who trust in media are more interested in public 

matters and on the contrary – distrust in information presented in the media is connected to 

being not interested in public matters. 

 

CIVIC EMPOWERMENT OF THE LITHUANIAN STUDENTS 

1. Analysis of the Lithuanian students’ civic empowerment showed that students have more 

civic power than the whole society in general (students’ civic empowerment index value in 

2012 – 47,6). Students’ civic empowerment is similar to the one of the Lithuanian teachers 

(teachers’ civic empowerment index value in 2009 was 47.8). 

Lithuanian students is a group that stands out with its higher civic influence perception. 

Together with teachers they have more civic activity potential than other groups of the 

society. However, real civic activeness is higher among teachers than students. Civic risk 

assessment and interest in public matters among students is similar to the whole society.  

Lithuanian students are quite homogeneous when comparing their civic empowerment. The 

only differentiating factor is the school type. Data show that students from secondary 

schools have more civic empowerment than those who study in basic and vocational 

education schools. 

2. In 2012 students’ civic activeness index average value was 53.6 which is much higher than 

that of the whole society (38.4). However, the civic activeness of the Lithuanian teachers is 

even higher – 70.0 (although it was measured in 2009). 

Students are more active in all of the mentioned activities, especially environment cleaning 

and local community activities. Females are a bit more active than males, students from 

rural areas –more active than those from the cities and students from secondary schools or 

gymnasiums – more active than those from basic or vocational schools. It can also be seen 

that civic activeness grows with age but decreases again in the last years of high school.  

Most important motives that stimulate students’ will to engage in civic activities are the 

opportunity to acquire new skills and knowledge that would be useful in the future. The 

least important (but not unimportant) motive for students is civic duty. 

3. Students’ potential civic activeness in 2012 (48.6) was significantly higher than that of the 

whole society (34.3) and was similar to the potential civic activeness of the teachers (in 2009 

it was 47.5).   



Students are a group that is most likely to take action in the face of some serious political, 

economic or local problem. Furthermore, most of them would organize such activities 

themselves. 

Civic potential of the students depends a lot on the support from their close surroundings – 

parents, teachers, classmates and other students, people outside of the school. The research 

showed that most of the students think the biggest support would come from their parents 

(79 percent of the students think that) and teachers (72 per cent). 60 percent of students 

would expect support from their classmates or other students and 48 percent – from people 

outside of school. 

More willing to change public situation are students from rural areas and big cities, less – 

students from towns. Students from secondary schools and gymnasiums also have more 

civic potential than those from basic and vocational schools. Differences according to sex, 

age, grade or family’s financial situation are not relevant. 

4. Students’ civic power perception index (64.8) in 2012 was much higher than the one of the 

whole society. Students are more positive about theirs, other ordinary people and 

community organizations’ power to influence public decisions. Respectively they evaluate 

lower the power of the Parliament members, public officials, the President, members of 

municipal councils and the press. 

Comparing students with teachers, it can be noticed that students even surpass teachers 

with their civic influence perception: in 2009, Lithuanian teachers’ civic influence perception 

index value was 56.8. 

Furthermore, students are quite positive about their political efficacy as well: 35 percent of 

students are confident about their knowledge of main problems in the country, 25 percent 

think that they are competent enough to participate in political life and 22 percent believe 

they could perform political duties not worse than most other people. However, only 11 

percent think that they understand politics and governance better than others. 

5. Lithuanian students’ civic risk perception index average value in 2012 was 23.0 and was not 

significantly different from the value of the whole society (22.2). However, it is bigger than 

teachers’ civic risk perception index – 16.9 that was counted in 2009. 

More than half of the students are sure that participation in civic activities is inevitably 

connected with different social and financial risks: 7 out of 10 Lithuanian students think that 

citizens who actively initiate and participate in civic activities could lose their jobs. 6 out of 

10 agree that such people could be thought as acting of selfish reasons, could be publically 

attacked or considered as being weird. 

6. Even though students are as interested in public matters as the rest of the society (students’ 

interest in public matters index average value was 42.1, society’s – 41.0), they are less 

interested in public matters than Lithuanian teachers (index value in 2009 was 53.7). 



Lithuanian students are also not very interested in politics (only 3 out of 10 students said 

they were interested or somewhat interested in politics) and only a few speak about it with 

their parents, friends or teachers.  

EVALUATION OF CIVIC EDUCATION STATE IN SCHOOLS 

 The survey of 2012 also had a purpose to evaluate the state of Lithuanian civic 

education in schools. The research showed that the vast majority (89 percent) of Lithuanian 

citizens think that civic education in schools is necessary. Students also feel quite favorably 

about the civic education subject: 68 percent think that the subject is interesting, 16 percent 

thought it to be very useful, 67 percent – useful. However, it should be noticed that 69 

percent think that school should participate more in helping students understand better the 

political life of the state and 56 percent think that civic education classes lack practical 

activities. 


