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2. Theoretical discussion on local democracy and political 
representatives   
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3. Model and hypothesis 
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4. Method 
 
4.1. The research context: How to make democracy work 

on a local level in Lithuania? 
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4.2. Survey data and sample  
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Demographic characteristics N=638  

Sex N % 

Male  311 48.7 

Female 179 28.1 

Prefer not to say 24 3.8 

NA 124 19.4 

Education   

Secondary school or equivalent 21 3.3 

University, college or equivalent  493 77.3 

NA 124 19.4 

Experience in councilor position, years in total   

1-4 years 216 33.9 

5-1 years 162 25.4 

11-20 years 86 13.5 

Over 20 years 174 27.3 

Age    

Over 1997 10 1.6 

1996-1981 85 13.3 

1980-1965 211 33.1 

1964-1946 193 30.3 

Below 1945 139 21.8 
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5. Measures and variables 
 

5.1. Exogenous / independent variable 

5.2. Endogenous/dependent variable 
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6. Empirical results 
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7. Measurement Model 
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Measurement model 
  

 
Cronbach's 

alpha 

Composite 

reliability 

(rho_a) 

Composite 

reliability 

(rho_c) 

Average 

variance 

extracted 
(AVE) 

Civic engagement 

Role 

0.863 0.866 0.898 0.595 

Community 

facilitator 

0.719 0.739 0.824 0.542 

Participatory 

Democracy 

0.688 0.702 0.828 0.617 

Policy Making Role 0.624 0.661 0.793 0.562 



  

 

46 

 

Structural model 
    

 
Original 

sample 
(O) 

Sample 

mean 
(M) 

Standard 

deviation 
(STDEV) 

T statistics 

(|O/STDEV|) 

P values 

Civic engagement Role -> 
Community facilitator 

0.341 0.346 0.041 8.249 0.000* 

Civic engagement Role -> 
Policy Making Role 

0.320 0.325 0.041 7.757 0.000* 

Community facilitator -> 

Participatory Democracy 

0.393 0.399 0.056 7.021 0.000* 

Policy Making role -> 

Participatory Democracy 

0.029 0.032 0.051 0.569 0.570 

 
Note: non-standardized estimates are provided; b if effect indicated 
by “→”, then regression estimate is provided; c if effect indicated by 

“↔” then, covariation estimate is provided; d *Statistically 

significant at the 5 percent level.  

 

Notes: Model fit: 2=109.9 (p= 0.00), df= 43, RMSEA= 0.045, CFI= 
0.981, TLI= 0.959, WRMR= 0.763. *, **Statistically significant at 

the 5 and 1 percent levels, respectively. 
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8. Conclusion and discussion 
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9. Research limitations 
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