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Abstract: This article constitutes part III of a series of evaluations on the impact of
measures approved and implemented by the Portuguese Ministry of Justice.
Predominantly, it reports the results at the level of the Special Revitalization Procedure
(PER), a new type of civil action created as a result of the goals inscribed in the MoU
ratified by Portugal and the so called Troika (EC/ECB/IMF). The investigation
incorporates statistical inference analysis of outcomes attained not only during the
Troika’s period but during the post-Troika’s period as well. As was the case for the civil
enforcement actions, results confirm the existence of statistical differences among the
two different periods under scrutiny and suggest a tangible impact of the MoU
implemented measures on the Portuguese judicial system.
Keywords: Troika; Memorandum of Understanding (MoU); Portuguese Ministry of
Justice; Special Revitalization Procedure (PER); Public Policy Evaluation.
1. Introduction
The global financial system has been passing through its biggest crisis, in the post-war
period1.
This global financial crisis started in 2007, causing a decrease in economic growth
which affected the entire European Union2, and specially, some Member States such as
Greece, Portugal, and Ireland3. In 2009 the Eurozone faced four main problems: the
lack of liquidity of the banks; the difficulty to repay the public debt; the excessive
deficits of member states; and finally the severe decrease in economic growth which led to
recession.
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In order to solve the issues above, a core group of Member States backed by the European
Council, the European Commission, the European Central Bank and the International
Monetary Fund, defended the necessity of enforce stern public policies at the European
Union level4.
Justice is one of the pillars of the economy. Nowadays, the reform of the judicial system
is among the main goals of several (if not most) countries. Society requires this reform to
be incrementally complex and to account for the national social-economic context and
the external pressures5. In recent years, some European justice administration systems
promoted management and legislative reforms in order to overcome (or, at least, mitigate)
this crisis6.
The emergence of the New Public Management, during the 80’s, under the government
of Margaret Thatcher in the United Kingdom7 is one of the reasons that led to the
appearance of the managerialist reforms on the Western Countries. The New Public
Management came to induce the introduction of techniques and models of private
management in public administration in order to combat the excess budget deficits in the
public sector, leading to a new rationality in public services8.
According Christopher Hood (1991), one can identify seven doctrinal components for
New Public Management, based on overlapping perceptions: public sector
professionalization in management; clear standards and performance measures; focus on
results control; dissolution of public sector units; public sector increase of
competitiveness; introduction of management practices from the private sector; and
increase of discipline in the usage of resources.
Therefore, one can observe that the New Public Management doctrine provides
governments with multiple principles applicable in their administrative reforms. This
ideal of administrative reform led to the implementation of a set of new policies through
the decentralization, delegation and deregulation of the public sector9.
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The excessive criticism of bureaucracy and of public organizations arose in connection
to the assumption that private management leads to efficiency10. The suggested solution
by the New Public Management supporters emphasizes the introduction of simplifications
in the public sector, aiming at the reduction of legal complexity and at the reduction of
bureaucracy in the following core areas: legislative complexity; reengineering of the
organizational structure; use of information and communication technologies;
improvement of information regarding administrative requisites and services supply; and
coordination of the various administrative stipulations resulting from public
administration activity.
In Portugal’s particular case, this type of reform was also included in the political agenda,
aiming not only the increase of efficiency, effectiveness and economy, but also the
increase of quality in justice administration11 (Gomes, 2007). Academic literature on
Portuguese or Portuguese related legislation is fairly common12. Academic literature on
justice administration and the quality of justice in Portugal has increased in recent years13.
However, academic literature on public policy evaluation for the Portuguese justice sector
remains scarce14. This article intents to constitute a contribution to this latter category.

2. Framework and Objectives
It can be argued that the Portuguese judicial reforms of the past two decades were
significantly inspired by the New Public Management principles for the public sector.
On May, 2011, the New Public Management orientation was reinforced by the
Memorandum of Understanding (MoU)15, ratified by the Portuguese government, the
European Commission, the European Central Bank and the International Monetary Fund.
By doing so, the Portuguese government committed to undertake an important set of
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reforms guided by New Public Management principles: reduction of public expenditure,
increased state transparency for citizen and reduction of procedural bureaucracy16.
The Portuguese justice sector increase of responsiveness and efficiency was also included
in the MoU17 reform plan for the public sector. The commitments established in the MoU
for civil actions in Portuguese courts, included provisions for the implementation of
specific measures in order to achieve the following objectives: reducing the court’s
backlog; restructuring the judicial system and management models; amplifying the
application of the new experimental civil procedure to other courts; reviewing the civil
code; accomplishing the pre-established judicial budget; operationalizing the alternative
dispute resolution; and facilitate the usage of restructuring mechanisms for corporations.
This list of objectives or measures was primarily directed to the civil enforcement actions,
the civil declaratory actions and other civil actions, such as, for instance, insolvency
actions18.
The Portuguese government approved the Revitalizar program (Council of Ministers
Resolution number 11/2012, 3rd of February19), aiming to revitalization and
restructuration of the business tissue through reviewing out-of-court negotiation system
existing then and the creation of special revitalization procedure.
With law 16/201220, the Portuguese government promoted, on the one hand, the
simplification of the formalities of the insolvency action and, on the other hand, created
of the Special Revitalization Procedure (PER) with the intent of eliminating judicial
delays. In accordance with article 17a, the special revitalization procedures are urgent
judicial actions for debtors who are imminently insolvent or in difficult economic
situations. The aim of PER actions is to establish agreements conducive to companies’
revitalization, therefore avoiding insolvencies and bankruptcies.
In the sequence of the creation of the Revitalizar program, Decree-Law number 178/2012,
3th of August21, approves the introduction of the Out-of-court System for Recovery of
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Companies (SIREVE) an out-of-court negotiation system aiming to allow companies to
expeditiously, effectively and efficiently renegotiate the fulfillment of their obligations
toward creditors. For this purpose, the preexisting out-of-court conciliation procedure,
made available by the Institute of Support to Small and Medium Enterprises and
Innovation (IAPMEI), was reformed. Being an out-of-court revitalization procedure
accompanied by IAPMEI and not by the courts, SIREVE contributes to the simplification
of the negotiation process, to the reduction of negotiation process’ times, to an increase
in security my means of an e-platform and, finally, to the extinction (or not filling) of
judicial actions related to the payment of corporations debts. Consequently, SIREVE’s
creation has allowed the Portuguese government to promote out-of-court resolutions
mechanisms, as pre-established on Memorandum of Understanding22.
After the Troika’s intervention in Portugal and the conclusion of the economic and
finance assistance, Decree-Law number 26/2015, 6th of February23, recognized the
improvements accomplished in promoting the regeneration of the national business tissue
in the post-Troika’s intervention period, in Portugal24.
As it can be easily concluded from the above, courts can be faced as being subjected to
models of public administration relying on managerial practices with institutional and
administrative traits. Consequently, when procedures are ineffective or inefficient, the
regulatory framework may need amendments in order to optimize those procedures and
expedite the judicial actions, contributing to the improvement of quality for the justice
sector as a whole25. Despite the growth of literature on the subject for the justice sector,
the present article doesn´t seek to provide a theoretical framework, providing instead a
statistical study based on the quantitative evidences resulting from the implementation of
public policies at the level of the Special Revitalization Procedure, during the Troika’s
Portuguese Ministry of Justice experiment.
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3. Methodology
The empirical analysis was formulated in order to determine the quantitative procedural
movement behavior, at the level of the special revitalization procedures, in the Portuguese
first instance courts. The methodology used in the present article, previously developed
by Correia and Videira (2015, 2016) for the study of civil enforcement actions, is now
applied to the special revitalization procedures. Therefore, the same three variables,
number of incoming, resolved26 and pending27 cases, and the same three compounded
indicators, procedural balance28, clearance rate29 and disposition time30, used previously
by Correia and Videira (2015, 2016), had their chronological evolution scrutinized31. Data
for the three original raw variables is collected, treated and released to the public by the
Directorate General for Justice Policy, and is available at http://www.siej.dgpj.mj.pt.
Calculation formulas for the three compound indicators can be found, for instance, in
Correia and Videira (2015, 2016):
𝑃𝑟𝑜𝑐𝑒𝑑𝑢𝑟𝑎𝑙 𝑏𝑎𝑙𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒- = 𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑛𝑒𝑤 𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑠- − 𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑣𝑒𝑑 𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑠-

𝐶𝑙𝑒𝑎𝑟𝑎𝑛𝑐𝑒 𝑟𝑎𝑡𝑒- =

𝐷𝑖𝑠𝑝𝑜𝑠𝑖𝑡𝑖𝑜𝑛 𝑡𝑖𝑚𝑒- =

𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑣𝑒𝑑 𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑠𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑛𝑒𝑤 𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑠-

𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑝𝑒𝑛𝑑𝑖𝑛𝑔 𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑠×𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑑𝑎𝑦𝑠𝑁𝑢𝑚𝑏𝑒𝑟 𝑜𝑓 𝑟𝑒𝑠𝑜𝑙𝑣𝑒𝑑 𝑐𝑎𝑠𝑒𝑠-

The temporal evolution analysis conducted for this case type was built around a 53-month
sample spanning from May 2012 (coinciding with the creation of the Special
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Revitalization Procedure) to September 2016. 23 of these 53 months, from May 2012 to
March 2014, postdate Troika’s arrival and predate Troika’s departure (Troika’s period);
the remaining 30 months, from April 2014 to September 2016, postdate Troika’s
departure from the country (post-Troika’s period).
As not all the monthly data, for each category (Troika’s and post-Troika’s), follow normal
distributions, the authors opted for the application of the non-parametric test of MannWhitney instead of the comparison of two means parametric test32. The investigation
hypothesis can be stated as follows:
H0: The Troika’s period and post-Troika’s period datasets for special revitalization
procedures have equal medians.
H1: The Troika’s period and post-Troika’s period datasets for special revitalization
procedures do not have equal medians.

4. Results
The present analysis was developed in two phases, both of them based on the
methodology previously adopted by Correia and Videira (2015, 2016). Sub-phase (1)
presents a robust statistical description that constitutes a first-instance body of evidence
for the results not only in the Troika’s periods but also in the post-Troika’s period. Subphase (2), on the other hand, makes use of statistical tests to unambiguously confirm the
results put forward by the statistical description sub-phase.
1) Descriptive Statistics
The chronological evolution of the number of incoming and resolved special
revitalization procedures in Portugal’s first-instance courts, between May 2012 and
September 2016, can be observed in figure 1. Seasonality is an inherent feature of the
data presented on figure 1 due to the customary judicial vacation period (predominantly
noticeable in August). This effect is particularly intense in 2014.
32
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Figure 1- Incoming and completed special revitalization procedures, between May
2012 and September 2016
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Source: prepared by the authors.

To mitigate the seasonality effects and obtain a less influenced interpretation, the data
was adjusted to compensate for the seasonality effects33. Figure 2 presents the monthly
numbers of incoming and resolved special revitalization procedures, between May 2012
and September 2016, adjusted to compensate for seasonality.
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Figure 2 – Incoming and completed special revitalization procedures, adjusted
according to the seasonality, between May 2012 and September 2016
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Source: prepared by the authors.

The procedural balance adjusted according to seasonality is, for the period in question,
charted in figure 3. An apparent change in trend, initiated between roughly 1.5 years after
the end of the adjustment program, is observable during the post-Troika’s period. Of the
53 months considered in the analysis, 19 presented favorable procedural balances. Of
those 19 months, 2 (or 10.5%) were recorded in the Troika’s period and 17 (or 89.5%)
were recorded in the post-Troika’s period. More remarkable, though, is the fact that in
the 23 months covering the Troika’s period 8.7% (2 months) presented favorable
procedural balances and in the 30 months covering the post-Troika’s period, a majority
56.7% (17 months) presented favorable procedural balances.

Figure 3 – Procedural balance for the special revitalization procedures, adjusted
according to the seasonality, between May 2012 and September 2016
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Source: prepared by the authors.

The clearance rate adjusted according to seasonality, for the case type in study, between
May 2012 and September 2016, is plotted in figure 4. The positive change in trends is
more noticeable from May 2015 onward, after the Troika’s departure. Of the 53 months
considered in the analysis, 19 presented favorable clearance rates (above 100%). Of those
19 months, 2 (or 10.5%) were recorded in the Troika’s period and 17 (or 89.5%) were
recorded in the post-Troika’s period. More remarkable, as was the case with the
procedural balance, is the fact that in the 23 months covering the Troika’s period 8.7% (2
months) presented favorable clearance rates and in the 30 months covering the postTroika’s period, a majority 56.7% (17 months) presented favorable clearance rates.

Figure 4 – Special revitalization procedures clearance rate, adjusted according to
the seasonality, between May 2012 and September 2016
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In turn, the disposition time adjusted according to the seasonality, for the case type in
question, between May 2012 and September 2016, is plotted in figure 5. As for the
previously applied compound indicators, a change in trend is observable particularly from
May 2015 forward. Of the 53 months considered in the analysis, 19 presented disposition
times under 180 days. Of those 19 months, 4 (or 21.1%) were recorded in the Troika’s
period and 15 (or 78.9%) were recorded in the post-Troika’s period. More noteworthy is
the fact that in the 23 months comprising the Troika’s period only 4 months (17.4%)
presented disposition times under 180 days and in the 30 months spanning the postTroika’s period 15 months (50.0%) presented disposition times under 180 days.

Figure 5 – Special revitalization procedures disposition time, adjusted according to
the seasonality, between May 2012 and September 2016
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The information presented in the previous 5 figures constitute a body of convergent
evidence. A careful examination of the figure 6, allows for the corroboration of the
previously presented results. The Troika’s arrival at Portugal and the respective
adjustment program induced the creation of the Special Revitalization Procedure. A
steady (and expectable) increase of pendency for special revitalization procedures
followed: not to be matter of simple coincidence. After the Troika’s departure from
Portugal, and for a period spanning a little more than a year, pendency continued to rise,
in part as a result of the Judicial Map Reform, enforced by Decree-Law 49/201434.
Subsequently the number of pending special revitalization procedures started a steady
decline trend, lasting (at least) until September 2016 (the most recent month covered by
the article’s data).
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Figure 6 – Pending special revitalization procedures, May 2012 and September
2016
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The data gives rise to a stimulating and pertinent interrogation: do the analyzed indicators
present dissimilar characteristics for the Troika’s and post-Troika’s periods, at a statistical
level? If that is the case, the dissimilarities should not be solely attributed to random
variations of the phenomena at study and should, rather, be viewed as consequence of the
judiciary and the justice administration continued adaptation to the 2011 MoU challenges.

2) Hypothesis Testing
Considering that normal data distributions were not guaranteed for all of the six variables
(presented in figures 1 to 6), the use of parametric tests to compare the sets of data form
the two analyzed periods would have been inadequate. Instead, it was necessary to apply
the non-parametric test of Mann-Whitney in order to determine whether these sets of data
originated from the same population (null hypothesis) or, originated from distinct
populations (alternative hypothesis), considering a level of significance of 0.05. The
results of the Mann-Whitney test for the six variables can be found in table 1.

Table 1 – Results for the Mann-Whitney test for the “Troika’s period” and “postTroika’s period”
MANN-WHITNEY
test value
Z value
p-value (2-tailed)

Incoming*

Completed*

Pending

Procedural
balance*

Clearance
rate*

Disposition
time*

28,000

32,000

10,000

144,000

74,000

107,000

-5,617
-6,012
-3,607
0,000
0,000
0,000
Source: prepared by the authors.
* Values adjusted for seasonality.

-4,863
0,007

-4,271
0,000

-5,689
0,000

The null hypothesis of the Mann-Whitney test was rejected (p-values<0.05) for all
variables. That is equivalent to saying that, for all the considered variables, H1 was
validated. Consequently, one can conclude that the two sets of data do not come from the
same population.
The above results constitute an important contribute to the understanding of the behavior
of this particular type of actions.
Regarding the median35 of incoming actions adjusted for seasonality, the value recorded
during the Troika’s stay in Portugal was of 95 incoming cases per month and of 187
incoming cases per month after the departure of Troika from Portugal. The median
increase of more roughly 92 incoming cases per month after the departure of Troika from
Portugal, when compared with the Troika’s period, signals a statistically significant
increase in society’s demand for the resolution of this type of actions.
A similar behavior can be observed for the completed special revitalization procedures.
The two periods are statistically different: median of 51 completed cases per month during
Troika’s stay in Portugal and of 184 completed cases per month after the departure of
Troika from Portugal. The median increase of roughly 133 completed cases per month
after the departure of Troika from Portugal, when compared with the Troika’s period,
signals a statistically significant improvement in the number of completed cases (the
supply of the judicial system), a determinant factor impacting the outcomes of this
analysis remaining variables.
The results presented above concur overall with the results obtained in terms of pendency,
which begin to be clearly visible about 1.5 years after the Troika’s departure from
35
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Portugal. Nevertheless, the low starting point and the persistent rise in the number of
pending cases in the May 2012 - May 2015 period result in a statistically significant
difference of roughly 583 units in the medians of the pending cases for each of the two
periods (median of 1205 pending cases in the Troika’s period and of 622 pending cases
in the post-Troika’s period).
For the procedural balance, adjusted for seasonality, it is also possible to conclude that
there is a statistically significant difference over the Troika’s and post-Troika’s periods,
with the difference of -57 units between these two periods statistically suggesting an
improvement in the median procedural balance for special revitalization procedures
(median of +54 cases per month (unfavorable) during Troika’s stay in Portugal and of -3
cases per month (favorable) after the departure of Troika from Portugal). It is also
important do highlight that the sign differences constitute a relevant qualitative progress
for the results36.
The clearance rate adjusted for seasonality does show signs, also, of a statistically
significant difference over the Troika’s and post-Troika’s periods, with the difference of
47.8 percentage points between these two periods statistically exposing an important
improvement in the clearance rate for special revitalization procedures (median of 54.0%
(unfavorable) during Troika’s stay in Portugal and of 101.8% (favorable) after the
departure of Troika from Portugal). Again, it is important to highlight that the above
100% results for the clearance rate constitute a relevant qualitative progress for the
results37.
Lastly, the disposition time, adjusted for seasonality, shows signs of a statistically
significant difference over the Troika’s and post-Troika’s periods, with the difference of
191 days between these two periods statistically exposing a relevant improvement in the
disposition time for special revitalization procedures (median of 378 days during Troika’s
stay in Portugal and of 187 days after the departure of Troika from Portugal). It is
important to highlight that the decrease in the disposition time backs up the case in favor
of the existence of some celerity gains in the judicial system’s handling of special
revitalization procedures (the decrease of 191 days in the disposition time between the
36
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Troika’s period and the post-Troika’s period corresponds to a decrease of roughly six
months and eleven days for this variable).
Therefore, all indicators considered, the results presented in phases 1) and 2) of this
analysis (descriptive statistics and hypothesis testing) are convergent.

6. Discussion and Conclusions
At the moment of the establishment of The Memorandum of Understanding on Specific
Economic Policy Conditionality (MoU)38, the institutions framed in the Portuguese
justice sector started the process of implementation of the prescribed measures. At that
time, and with the creation of the special revitalization procedures, the judicial system
was faced with a new type of civil action, one closely related to the economic and
financial crisis that had swept across Europe.
After the relatively recent completion of the economic and financial assistance program,
it is already possible to conclude through evidences of statistical data analysis that the
Troika’s inspired Portuguese government interventions made an impact in the judicial
system. Evidence suggests the implemented public policies produced not only short term
positive results but enduring ones as well.
In the period comprised from March 2014 to September 2016 (post-Troika’s period), the
statistical evidence is straightforward: society’s demand for special revitalization
procedures stabilized and the previous period increase was halted (in all probability as a
result of improved economic and financial conditions); the judicial system’s supply for
such actions has improved in the post-Troikas’s period; and the number of pending special
revitalization procedures starts to show signs of a consistent decline. As a consequence,
performance indicators such as disposition time, clearance rate or procedural balance
improved quantitatively and qualitatively after the Troika’s departure. It seems perfectly
reasonable to conclude, given the previously presented empirical arguments, that the
Portuguese special revitalization procedures public policy implementation constitutes a
moderately successful story, in line with results reported by Correia and Videira (2015,
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2016) for the civil enforcement actions, although with considerably less voluminous
outcomes. The statistically significant positive results are easily measurable 30 months
after the Troika’s departure from the country.
Following Correia and Videira (2016) approach, “we leave to others the task of analyzing
to what measure and extent these results constitute evidence of a successful IMF, EC and
ECB strategy toward countries that beneficiated from financial assistance”.
Future studies should carry out similar empirical studies for other types of actions
specifically targeted in the MoU, particularly, for the bankruptcy, insolvency and
corporate recovery actions, given their close link to the special revitalization procedures.
It is also suggested for future studies to continue the quantitative monitoring of the
performance of special revitalization procedures, in order to accumulate a comprehensive
historic that will allow to determine whether the Portuguese justice sector behavior,
observed following the MoU implementation, is confined to a short time interval or will
spread into the near and distant future.

Bibliographic References
ARAÚJO, J.; BRANCO, J. (2009). Implementing Performance-Based Management in
the Traditional Bureaucracy of Portugal. Public Administration, 87 (3): 557-573. DOI:
10.1111/j.1467-9299.2009.01762.x
AMBACH, P.; RACKWITZ, K. (2013). A Model of International Judicial
Administration? The Evolution of Managerial Practices at the International Criminal
Court. Law and Contemporary Problems, 76 (3-4): 119-161. Available at:
http://scholarship.law.duke.edu/lcp/vol76/iss3/4
BECHTEL, M.; HAINMUELLER, J.; MARGALIT, Y. (2014). Preferences for
International Redistribution: The Divide over the Eurozone Bailouts. American Journal
of Political Science, 58 (4): 835-856. DOI: 10.1111/ajps.12079
BRANCO, S.; CARVALHO, J.; SILVA, T.; CORREIA, P. (2014). A Avaliação do
Regime Jurídico da Litigância de Má-Fé em Portugal [Evaluation of Portugals' Legal

Regime on Bad-Faith Litigation]. Revista Direito GV, 10 (1): 347-364. DOI:
10.1590/S1808-24322014000100014
CATARINO, J.; CORREIA, P. (2016). Receitas Fiscais e Tributação Geral sobre o
Consumo em Portugal: Um Estudo sobre Eventuais Assimetrias do Comportamento dos
Sujeitos Passivos do Imposto no Final da Primeira Década do Século XXI [Tax Revenue
and General Taxation on Consumption in Portugal: A Study on Eventual Behavior
Asymmetries of Taxable Persons at the End of the First Decade of the 21st Century].
Revista

da

FAE,

19

(1):

6-17.

Available

at:

https://revistafae.fae.edu/revistafae/article/download/62/56
CORREIA, P. (2011). Sobre o SIADAP, a Teoria Institucional e o Ministério da Justiça
em Portugal. Scientia Ivridica, 60 (325): 101-130. Abstract available at:
http://scientiaivridica.weebly.com/resumos-do-nordm-325.html
CORREIA, P. (2012). O Impacto do Sistema Integrado de Gestão e Avaliação do
Desempenho da Administração Pública (SIADAP) na Satisfação dos Colaboradores - O
Caso dos Serviços do Ministério da Justiça em Portugal [The Impact of the Integrated
System for Management and Performance Evaluation of Public Administration (SIADAP)
in Employee Satisfaction – The Case of the Services of the Ministry of Justice in
Portugal]. PhD Thesis in Social Sciences (Specialization in Public Administration),
Lisbon: Institute of Social and Political Sciences, University of Lisbon.
CORREIA, P. (2013). Igualdade de Género no Ministério da Justiça em Portugal:
Evidências Estatísticas de Igualdade Homem-Mulher na Lealdade Laboral [Gender
Equality in the Portuguese Ministry of Justice: Statistical Evidence of Man-Woman
Equality in Work Loyalty]. Direitos Fundamentais & Justiça, 7 (23): 121-130. Available
at: http://www.dfj.inf.br/Arquivos/PDF_Livre/23_Doutrina_Estrangeira3.pdf
CORREIA, P. (2015). Análise de Dados sobre a Problemática do Género na Gestão de
Recursos Humanos dos Serviços do Ministério da Justiça em Portugal: Um Ministério no
Feminino?

Scientia

Ivridica,

64

(337):

97-110.

Available

http://capp.iscsp.ulisboa.pt/images/SI%20337%20-%20Pedro%20Correia%20%20separata.pdf

at:

CORREIA, P.; BILHIM, J. (2014). A Antiguidade na Organização e a Satisfação Laboral
dos Colaboradores do Ministério da Justiça em Portugal: Evidências de uma Relação em
Forma de L e não em Forma de U. Revista de Economia e Administração, 13 (2): 159177. DOI: 10.11132/rea.2014.872
CORREIA, P; CATARINO, J. (2016). Ingreso Bruto Tributable del IVA: Evidencia de
Diferenciación de los Municipios de la Costa Portuguesa [Gross Revenue for VAT Tax:
Evidence of Differentiation at the Portuguese Littoral Municipalities]. Revista del CLAD
Reforma

y

Democracia,

64:

225-246.

Available

at:

http://old.clad.org/portal/publicaciones-del-clad/revista-clad-reformademocracia/articulos/064-febrero-2016/Correia.pdf
CORREIA, P.; JESUS, I. (2013). O Lugar do Conceito de Privacidade numa Sociedade
Cada Vez Mais Orwelliana. Direito, Estado e Sociedade, 43: 135-161. DOI:
10.17808/des.43.372
CORREIA, P.; JESUS, I. (2014a). A Proteção de Dados Pessoais no Espaço de Liberdade,
de Segurança e de Justiça da União Europeia [The Protection of Personal Data in the
European Union’s Area of Liberty, Security and Justice]. Revista Brasileira de Segurança
Pública,

8

(2):

18-30.

Available

at:

http://revista.forumseguranca.org.br/index.php/rbsp/article/download/385/177
CORREIA, P.; JESUS, I. (2014b). O Princípio da Proteção da Confiança em Tempos de
Crise: O Acórdão N.º 509/02 do Tribunal Constitucional Português [The Principle of
Protection of Legitimate Expectations – Judgment n. 509/02 of the Portuguese
Constitutional Court]. Revista Brasileira de Estudos Constitucionais, 8 (28): 161-172.
Available

at:

http://www.editoraforum.com.br/ef/index.php/conteudo-

revista/?conteudo=120826
CORREIA, P.; JESUS, I. (2014c). O Princípio do Nível de Proteção Mais Elevado:
Análise do Artigo 53 da Carta dos Direitos Fundamentais da União Europeia à Luz do
Acórdão Melloni [The Principle of the Highest Level of Protection: Analysis of Article
53 of the Charter of Fundamental Rights of the European Union in the Light of the
Melloni Judgment]. Estudios Constitucionales, 12 (2): 275-300. DOI: 10.4067/S071852002014000200009

CORREIA, P.; JESUS, I. (2016a). Combate às Transferências Bancárias Ilegítimas pela
Internet no Direito Português: Entre as Experiências Domésticas e Políticas Globais
Concertadas [Combating Illegitimate Bank Transfers through the Internet in Portuguese
Law: Between Domestic Experiences and Concerted Global Policies]. Revista Direito
GV, 12 (2): 542-563. DOI: 10.1590/2317-6172201622
CORREIA, P.; JESUS, I. (2016b). O Direito Processual Tributário Português:
Complexidade e Falta de Clareza de Articulação do Uso dos Meios Processuais [The
Portuguese Tax Procedural Law: Complexity and Lack of Articulation Clarity in the Use
of Legal Procedures]. Revista Tributária e de Finanças Públicas, 24 (127): 315-328.
Available at: http://www.rt.com.br/marketing/hotsite/Revistas2014/RTrib.html
CORREIA, P.; JOAQUIM, J. (2013). O Regulamento das Custas Processuais Implicou
uma Diminuição de Receitas para o Estado? – O Problema da Ausência de Avaliação
Prévia de Impacto. Scientia Ivridica, 62 (331): 107-126. Abstract available at:
http://scientiaivridica.weebly.com/sumaacuterio-nordm-331.html
CORREIA, P.; MOREIRA, M.; GARCIA, B. (2013). Igualdade de Género no Ministério
da Justiça em Portugal: Evidências Estatísticas de Diferenças Homem-Mulher na
Satisfação Laboral. Scientia Ivridica, 62 (333): 569-590. Abstract available at:
http://scientiaivridica.weebly.com/uploads/5/2/1/6/5216250/resumos_e_palavraschave_do_n._333.pdf
CORREIA, P.; SANTOS, S.; BILHIM, J. (2016). Clusters de Percepções sobre
Cibersegurança e Cibercriminalidade em Portugal e as suas Implicações para a
Implementação de Políticas Públicas nesse Domínio [Clusters of Perceptions about
Cybersecurity and Cybercriminality in Portugal and their Implications for the
Implementation of Public Policies in that Domain]. Revista da FAE, 19 (2): 22-37.
Available at: https://revistafae.fae.edu/revistafae/article/download/98/308
CORREIA, P.; VIDEIRA, S. (2015). Troika´s Portuguese Ministry of Justice
Experiment: An Empirical Study on the Success Story of the Civil Enforcement Actions.
International Journal for Court Administration, 7 (1): 37-50. DOI: 10.18352/ijca.180

CORREIA, P.; VIDEIRA, S. (2016). Troika’s Portuguese Ministry of Justice Experiment,
Part II: Continued Positive Results for Civil Enforcement Actions in Troika's Aftermath.
International Journal for Court Administration, 8 (1): 20-31. DOI: 10.18352/ijca.215
DIRECTORATE GENERAL FOR JUSTICE POLICY (2016). Estatísticas da Justiça –
Alguns Indicadores Estatísticos Sobre os Processos nos Tribunais Judiciais de 1ª
Instância,

2007-2015.

Portugal:

Ministry

of

Justice.

Available

at:

http://www.dgpj.mj.pt/sections/siej_pt/destaques4485/algunsindicadores_2/downloadFile/file/Resultados_2015_20161028.pdf?nocache=147765999
8.74
EUROPEAN COMMISSION FOR THE EFFICIENCY OF JUSTICE (2016). European
Judicial Systems – Edition 2016 (2014 data): Efficiency and Quality of Justice. Council
of

Europe.

Available

at:

http://www.coe.int/t/dghl/cooperation/cepej/evaluation/2016/publication/CEPEJ%20Stu
dy%2023%20report%20EN%20web.pdf
GOMES, C. (2007). The Transformation of the Portuguese Judicial Organization:
Between Efficiency and Democracy. Utrecht Law Review, 3 (1): 101-111. DOI:
10.18352/ulr.39
GRUENING, G. (2001). Origins and Theoretical Basis of New Public Management.
International Public Management Journal, 4 (1): 1-25. DOI: 10.1016/S10967494(01)00041-1
GUIMARÃES, T.; CORREIA, P.; BILHIM, J.; AKUTSU, L. (2015). Governança em
Tribunais de Justiça de Portugal: Adaptação e Validação de Escala de Medida. Ciências
e

Políticas

Públicas,

1

(1):

25-46.

Available

at:

http://capp.iscsp.ulisboa.pt/images/Ejournal/GOVERNANCA%20EM%20TRIBUNAIS
.pdf
HOOD, C. (1991). A Public Management for All Seasons? Public Administration, 69 (1):
3-19. DOI: 10.1111/j.1467-9299.1991.tb00779.x
JESUS, I.; CORREIA, P. (2015). O Novo Regime de Proteção de Dados Pessoais na
União Europeia [The New Personal Data Protection Regime in the European Union].

Direitos

Fundamentais

&

Justiça,

9

(30):

23-32.

Available

at:

http://www.dfj.inf.br/Arquivos/PDF_Livre/30_Doutrina_Estrangeira_02.pdf
LAPSEY, I. (2009). New Public Management: The Cruellest Invention of the Human
Spirit? Abacus, 45 (1): 1-21. DOI: 10.1111/j.1467-6281.2009.00275.x
MADUREIRA, C; RODRIGUES, M. (2006). A Administração Pública do Século XXI:
Aprendizagem Organizacional, Mudança Comportamental e Reforma Administrativa.
Comportamento

Organizacional

e

Gestão,

12

(2),

153-171.

Available

at:

http://www.scielo.mec.pt/scielo.php?script=sci_arttext&pid=S087296622006000200002&lng=pt&nrm=iso
MADUREIRA, C. (2015). A Reforma da Administração Pública Central no Portugal
Democrático: Do Período Pós-Revolucionário à Intervenção da Troika [Reform of
Portugal's Central Government in the Democratic Period: From Post-Revolutionary Stage
to Troika's Intervention]. Revista de Administração Pública, 49 (3): 547-562. DOI:
10.1590/0034-7612129503
PEREIRA, M.; WEMANS, L. (2015). Determinants of Civil Litigation in Portugal.
Banco

de

Portugal

Economic

Studies,

1

(1):

21-50.

Available

at:

https://www.bportugal.pt/sites/default/files/anexos/pdf-boletim/reev1n1_p.pdf
PEREIRA, M.; WEMANS, L. (2017). Productivity in Civil Justice in Portugal: A Crucial
Issue in a Congested System. Banco de Portugal Economic Studies, 3 (1): 1-29. Available
at: https://www.bportugal.pt/sites/default/files/anexos/pdf-boletim/reev3n1_e.pdf
PORTUGAL (2011). Memorandum of Understanding on Specific Economic Policy
Conditionality.

Available

at:

http://ec.europa.eu/economy_finance/eu_borrower/mou/2011-05-18-mouportugal_en.pdf
PORTUGAL (2012a). Decreto-Lei n.º 178/2012, de 3 de Agosto. Diário da República,
1.ª Série, 150: 4082-4086. Available at: https://dre.pt/application/file/179087
PORTUGAL (2012b). Lei n.º 16/2012, de 20 de Abril. Diário da República, 1.ª Série,
79: 2223-2231. Available at: https://dre.pt/application/file/a/552638

PORTUGAL (2012c). Resolução do Conselho de Ministros n.º 11/2012, de 3 de
Fevereiro.

Diário

da

República,

1.ª

Série,

25:

572-573.

Available

at:

https://dre.pt/application/file/543620
PORTUGAL (2013). Lei n.º 62/2013, de 26 de Agosto. Diário da República, 1.ª Série,
163:

5114-5145.

Available

at:

https://dre.pt/application/dir/pdf1sdip/2013/08/16300/0511405145.pdf
PORTUGAL (2014). Lei n.º 49/2014, de 27 de Março. Diário da República, 1.ª Série,
61:

2185-2236.

Available

at:

https://dre.pt/application/dir/pdf1sdip/2014/03/06100/0218502236.pdf
PORTUGAL (2015). Decreto-Lei n.º 26/2015, de 6 de Fevereiro. Diário da República,
1.ª Série, 26: 725-740. Available at: https://dre.pt/application/file/66432651
SAURUGGER, S.; TERPAN, F. (2016). Do Crises Lead to Policy Change? The Multiple
Streams Framework and the European Union’s Economic Governance Instruments.
Policy Sciences, 49 (1): 35-53. DOI: 10.1007/s11077-015-9239-4
TOSUN, J.; WETZEL, A.; ZAPRYANOVA, G. (2014). The EU in Crisis: Advancing the
Debate.

Journal

of

European

10.1080/07036337.2014.886401

Integration,

36

(3):

195-211.

DOI:

