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Abstract

Corporate criminal liability for environmental crimes in Vietnam represents a crucial aspect of the nation's efforts
to address and mitigate environmental degradation. This paper examines the legal framework governing corporate
criminal liability in Vietnam, focusing on environmental offenses and the associated regulatory mechanisms. The
study explores the legislative evolution, key statutes, and enforcement practices that underpin corporate
accountability for environmental crimes. It also addresses the challenges faced in implementing and enforcing
these regulations, including issues related to the identification of corporate culpability, procedural inefficiencies,
and the effectiveness of sanctions. By analyzing case studies and reviewing relevant legal provisions, the paper aims
to provide a comprehensive understanding of how Vietnam's legal system approaches corporate environmental
responsibility, highlighting both the strengths and weaknesses of the current framework. The findings offer insights
into potential reforms and improvements needed to enhance corporate accountability and foster sustainable
environmental practices in Vietnam.
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1.Introduction

As Vietnam undergoes rapid economic growth and industrialization, the environmental consequences of this progress
have become increasingly apparent. The country faces significant environmental challenges, including pollution,
deforestation, and habitat destruction, which are often exacerbated by the actions of corporate entities. Recognizing
the need to address these issues, Vietnam has developed a legal framework aimed at holding corporations accountable
for environmental crimes. However, the effectiveness of this framework is a subject of ongoing debate, as the
enforcement of environmental laws and the imposition of corporate criminal liability remain complex and challenging.
Corporate criminal liability for environmental offenses in Vietnam is governed by a range of legal instruments that
include the Penal Code, environmental protection laws, and various regulations and guidelines. These laws are
designed to deter corporate misconduct by imposing criminal sanctions on entities that violate environmental
standards(1). The Vietnamese Penal Code, for instance, includes provisions that establish the basis for corporate
liability in cases of environmental harm, setting out penalties that range from fines to more severe sanctions such as
operational restrictions or suspension of business activities. Additionally, environmental regulations provide specific
guidelines for the management of waste, emissions, and other pollutants, outlining the responsibilities of corporations
to adhere to established environmental standards.

Despite these legislative efforts, several challenges hinder the effective implementation of corporate criminal liability
for environmental crimes. One major issue is the difficulty in attributing liability to corporate entities, particularly in
cases where multiple stakeholders or complex corporate structures are involved. The legal system must navigate the
intricacies of proving corporate intent and negligence, which can be a formidable task. Furthermore, procedural
inefficiencies, such as delays in legal proceedings and a lack of specialized expertise among enforcement agencies,
contribute to the challenges faced in holding corporations accountable.

The enforcement of environmental laws in Vietnam also encounters obstacles related to the adequacy of sanctions and
the overall effectiveness of regulatory mechanisms. Critics argue that the penalties imposed on corporations for
environmental offenses are often insufficient to deter repeat violations, and there are calls for more stringent and
effective enforcement measures. The ability of regulatory bodies to monitor and enforce compliance is also a critical
factor, as effective oversight is essential for ensuring that corporations adhere to environmental regulations and are
held accountable for any transgressions(2).
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In light of these challenges, this paper aims to provide a comprehensive analysis of the legal framework for corporate
criminal liability in Vietnam and to explore the practical difficulties associated with its implementation. By examining
current practices, legal provisions, and case studies, the study seeks to offer insights into potential reforms and
improvements that could enhance corporate accountability and promote better environmental stewardship in Vietnam.

2.Literature Survey

The topic of corporate criminal liability for environmental crimes in Vietnam has garnered considerable attention in
legal and environmental scholarship. Several key areas of research provide a foundation for understanding the
complexities of this issue, including the evolution of Vietnam's environmental regulations, the effectiveness of
enforcement mechanisms, and the challenges of attributing corporate liability.

Evolution of Environmental Regulations

Research on the evolution of environmental regulations in Vietnam highlights the country's efforts to align its legal
framework with international standards. According to Nguyen (2019), Vietnam's legal system has undergone
significant reforms in response to growing environmental concerns, with the introduction of comprehensive legislation
aimed at regulating corporate activities. The Environmental Protection Law of 2014 and subsequent amendments
reflect Vietnam's commitment to improving environmental governance and corporate accountability. However,
scholars such as Tran and Le (2020) argue that despite these advances, there remain gaps in the legal framework that
undermine the effectiveness of enforcement and the imposition of corporate liability.

Effectiveness of Enforcement Mechanisms

The effectiveness of enforcement mechanisms is a critical aspect of corporate criminal liability. Studies by Pham et al.
(2021) reveal that while Vietnam has established regulatory bodies and mechanisms to oversee environmental
compliance, these entities often face significant challenges. Issues such as insufficient resources, inadequate training,
and corruption can impede effective enforcement. Moreover, research by Vu and Nguyen (2022) highlights the
disparity between the theoretical framework of environmental laws and their practical application, noting that
enforcement practices are often inconsistent and lack the necessary rigor to deter corporate misconduct.

Attribution of Corporate Liability

Attributing corporate liability for environmental crimes presents a complex challenge, as discussed in the work of Dao
and Ho (2020). The legal process of establishing corporate intent and negligence requires a thorough understanding of
corporate structures and decision-making processes. Scholars argue that the current legal provisions may not
adequately address these complexities, leading to difficulties in holding corporations accountable for environmental
harm. Research by Hoang and Ngo (2023) further explores the procedural and evidentiary challenges involved in
prosecuting corporate entities, emphasizing the need for clearer guidelines and more robust legal mechanisms(3).
Comparative Perspectives

Comparative studies offer valuable insights into how Vietnam's approach to corporate criminal liability for
environmental crimes compares with practices in other jurisdictions. Research by Chen (2022) provides an overview
of corporate liability frameworks in several countries, highlighting best practices and lessons that Vietnam could
potentially adopt. Comparative analysis reveals that countries with more developed legal systems often have more
effective enforcement mechanisms and clearer standards for corporate accountability. This perspective underscores
the importance of learning from international experiences to enhance Vietnam's approach to corporate environmental
liability.

Potential Reforms

Several scholars advocate for reforms to improve the effectiveness of Vietnam's corporate criminal liability framework.
According to Le (2023), reforms could include strengthening regulatory oversight, enhancing penalties for
environmental offenses, and improving inter-agency cooperation. Additionally, Nguyen et al. (2024) suggest that
integrating advanced technologies and data analytics into enforcement practices could help address some of the current
challenges, such as monitoring compliance and detecting violations more efficiently.

In summary, the literature on corporate criminal liability for environmental crimes in Vietnam highlights both the
progress made and the challenges faced in addressing corporate environmental misconduct. By examining the
evolution of regulations, enforcement mechanisms, and the attribution of liability, as well as comparing Vietnam's
practices with those of other countries, this survey provides a comprehensive overview of the current state of corporate
environmental accountability and identifies areas for potential improvement.
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3.Existing and Proposed System
The existing legal framework for corporate criminal liability for environmental crimes in Vietnam is primarily
governed by the Penal Code, the Environmental Protection Law, and various other regulations and guidelines. The
Penal Code of 2015, amended in 2017, marks a significant milestone in Vietnam's legal approach, as it explicitly
includes provisions that hold corporate entities criminally liable for specific environmental offenses. These offenses
encompass a wide range of activities, such as illegal waste disposal, pollution of air and water, and violations of
environmental standards related to hazardous substances.
The Environmental Protection Law (EPL) of 2014 further reinforces the legal responsibilities of corporations by
establishing stringent regulations on environmental protection. This law outlines the obligations of businesses to
comply with environmental standards, conduct environmental impact assessments, and adopt measures to mitigate
environmental damage. Additionally, the EPL mandates penalties for non-compliance, which can include fines,
suspension of operations, and other administrative sanctions(4).
Enforcement of these laws is primarily carried out by regulatory bodies such as the Ministry of Natural Resources and
Environment (MONRE) and its subordinate agencies at the provincial and local levels. These bodies are responsible
for monitoring corporate compliance, investigating environmental violations, and initiating legal proceedings against
offenders. Despite this framework, enforcement has been inconsistent, often hampered by limited resources, lack of
specialized expertise, and issues related to corruption. The penalties imposed under the existing system are also
criticized for being insufficient to deter repeat violations, with many corporations viewing fines as a cost of doing
business rather than a significant deterrent.
Proposed System
To address the shortcomings of the existing system, several reforms and improvements have been proposed by legal
scholars, policymakers, and environmental advocates. One of the key recommendations is the introduction of more
stringent penalties for environmental crimes committed by corporations. This includes increasing the fines for
violations, imposing mandatory corrective actions, and introducing harsher sanctions such as revocation of business
licenses or even corporate dissolution for severe or repeated offenses.
Another proposed reform is the enhancement of the legal mechanisms used to attribute liability to corporate entities.
This could involve the development of clearer guidelines for establishing corporate intent and negligence, particularly
in cases where complex corporate structures or multiple stakeholders are involved. Strengthening the legal framework
to ensure that individuals within corporations, such as executives and managers, can also be held accountable for
environmental crimes has been suggested as a way to bolster corporate responsibility.
Moreover, there is a call for improving the capacity and resources of enforcement agencies. This includes increasing
funding, providing specialized training for environmental inspectors and prosecutors, and leveraging advanced
technologies such as satellite monitoring, data analytics, and blockchain for tracking environmental compliance. These
technological advancements could enhance the ability of regulatory bodies to detect violations more efficiently and
ensure that enforcement actions are based on accurate and timely data.
Inter-agency cooperation is another area where improvements are proposed. By fostering better coordination between
different regulatory bodies, including MONRE, the Ministry of Public Security, and local environmental agencies, the
enforcement of environmental laws could become more effective. Establishing joint task forces or committees to
oversee complex environmental cases and share information across agencies could also be beneficial.
Finally, integrating international best practices into Vietnam’s legal framework is a crucial aspect of the proposed
system. This could involve adopting elements from countries with more developed corporate environmental liability
frameworks, such as stricter disclosure requirements, mandatory environmental reporting, and greater public
transparency in environmental matters. Such measures could enhance corporate accountability and align Vietnam's
approach with global standards.

4. Research Methods

This study employs a mixed-methods approach to examine the legal framework and challenges associated with
corporate criminal liability for environmental crimes in Vietnam. The research is structured around both qualitative
and quantitative methodologies to provide a comprehensive analysis of the topic.

Qualitative Analysis
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The qualitative component of the research involves an in-depth analysis of legal documents, including the Penal Code,
Environmental Protection Law, and relevant decrees and regulations. This document analysis is aimed at understanding
the specific provisions related to corporate criminal liability and identifying any gaps or ambiguities in the legal
framework. Additionally, case studies of selected environmental crimes involving corporate entities in Vietnam are
examined to illustrate how these laws are applied in practice. These case studies are sourced from court records, legal
databases, and news reports, providing real-world examples of how corporate liability is enforced and the challenges
that arise during legal proceedings(5).
Interviews with legal experts, environmental regulators, and practitioners are also conducted to gain insights into the
effectiveness of the current legal framework and enforcement mechanisms. These semi-structured interviews allow
for an exploration of the perspectives of those directly involved in environmental law enforcement, offering a deeper
understanding of the practical challenges they face and their suggestions for potential reforms.
Quantitative Analysis
The quantitative aspect of the research involves statistical analysis of data related to corporate environmental violations
in Vietnam. This includes the collection and analysis of data on the number of environmental crimes reported, the
types of offenses committed, the penalties imposed, and the outcomes of legal proceedings. The data is obtained from
official reports published by the Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment (MONRE), judicial statistics, and
other relevant government agencies.
Through this analysis, the study seeks to identify patterns and trends in corporate environmental crimes, assess the
effectiveness of penalties in deterring such offenses, and evaluate the overall impact of the legal framework on
corporate behavior. The quantitative findings are used to complement the qualitative insights, providing a more robust
understanding of the issues at hand.
Comparative Legal Analysis
To contextualize Vietnam's legal framework within a global perspective, a comparative legal analysis is conducted.
This involves comparing Vietnam's approach to corporate criminal liability for environmental crimes with those of
other countries, particularly in Southeast Asia and other jurisdictions with more developed environmental laws. The
comparative analysis draws on secondary sources such as academic articles, legal commentaries, and international
reports, highlighting best practices that could inform potential reforms in Vietnam.

5.Results

5.1 The Vietnam Penal Code was modified in 2017 to include new rules on the criminal culpability of corporate
companies that commit environmental crimes

The 2017 amendment to the Vietnam Penal Code marked a significant shift in the country's approach to corporate
criminal liability, particularly concerning environmental crimes. Prior to this amendment, Vietnam's legal system
primarily focused on individual criminal liability, with limited provisions addressing the culpability of corporate
entities. However, as the environmental impact of industrialization became more pronounced, it became evident that
holding corporations accountable was essential for effective environmental protection.

Key Provisions Introduced in the 2017 Amendment

The 2017 amendment to the Penal Code introduced explicit provisions that established the criminal liability of
corporate entities for a range of environmental offenses. Under the amended Code, corporations can now be prosecuted
for crimes such as illegal discharge of pollutants, violations of hazardous waste management regulations, and
destruction of natural resources(6). These offenses are categorized under specific articles, each outlining the conditions
under which a corporation may be held criminally liable.

One of the critical aspects of the amendment is the inclusion of penalties specifically tailored to corporate entities.
Unlike individual offenders, corporations may face a variety of sanctions, including substantial fines, suspension of
business operations, revocation of licenses, and, in severe cases, dissolution. These penalties are designed to reflect
the gravity of environmental harm caused by corporate actions and to serve as a deterrent against future violations.
Rationale Behind the Amendment

The introduction of these provisions was driven by the growing recognition that corporate activities often have
significant environmental impacts, and that traditional regulatory measures were insufficient to address these
challenges. The amendment aimed to close the legal gaps that allowed corporations to evade accountability for
environmental damage, thereby strengthening the overall framework for environmental protection in Vietnam.
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The new provisions also align with Vietnam's commitments under international environmental agreements and its
efforts to harmonize its legal system with global standards. By incorporating corporate criminal liability into the Penal
Code, Vietnam aimed to enhance its regulatory capacity and ensure that corporations operating within its borders
adhere to stringent environmental standards.

Impact and Implementation Challenges

Since the amendment's introduction, there has been an increase in the number of cases where corporations have been
prosecuted for environmental crimes. This has led to greater scrutiny of corporate environmental practices and has
encouraged businesses to adopt more sustainable operations. However, the implementation of these new provisions
has not been without challenges(7).

One of the primary challenges lies in the complexity of proving corporate intent and negligence, particularly in cases
involving large, multinational corporations with intricate organizational structures. Additionally, there are ongoing
issues related to the consistency and effectiveness of enforcement, as regulatory bodies continue to grapple with limited
resources and expertise.

Despite these challenges, the 2017 amendment represents a crucial step forward in Vietnam's efforts to hold corporate
entities accountable for environmental harm. It underscores the government's commitment to integrating
environmental protection into its broader legal and regulatory framework, paving the way for more robust
environmental governance in the years to come.

5.1.1 Breaking the Laws Governing the Avoidance, Handling, and Relief of Environmental Emergencies
Environmental emergencies pose significant risks to public health, ecosystems, and economic stability. These
emergencies, which can include natural disasters exacerbated by human activities, industrial accidents, and sudden
environmental contamination events, require robust regulatory frameworks to prevent, respond to, and mitigate their
impacts. In Vietnam, breaching regulations on the prevention, response, and relief of environmental emergencies is a
serious offense that has wide-ranging consequences for both the environment and society. This content explores the
nature of these breaches, their implications, and the challenges in enforcing the related regulations.

Understanding Environmental Emergencies

Environmental emergencies in Vietnam encompass a wide variety of incidents that result in significant environmental
harm. These can include oil spills, chemical leaks, industrial fires, and natural disasters such as floods or landslides
that cause environmental contamination. The government has established comprehensive regulations to prevent these
emergencies, manage responses when they occur, and implement relief measures to mitigate their impact.

The legal framework governing these issues includes the Environmental Protection Law, the Law on Natural Disaster
Prevention and Control, and various decrees and guidelines specific to certain types of emergencies. These laws set
out the responsibilities of businesses, government agencies, and individuals in preventing environmental emergencies
and outline the procedures for responding to and mitigating the effects of such incidents(8).

Common Types of Breaches

Breaches of regulations on the prevention, response, and relief of environmental emergencies can take various
forms, each with its own set of consequences:

Failure to Implement Preventive Measures: Corporations and other entities are often required to implement specific
preventive measures to reduce the risk of environmental emergencies. These measures may include regular
maintenance of industrial equipment, proper storage of hazardous materials, and the installation of safety systems such
as fire suppression and spill containment. A common breach occurs when these preventive measures are either
inadequately implemented or completely ignored, increasing the likelihood of an environmental emergency.
Inadequate Response to Emergencies: When an environmental emergency occurs, prompt and effective response
actions are critical to minimizing damage. However, breaches often occur when entities fail to respond adequately.
This can involve delays in reporting the emergency to authorities, failure to activate emergency response plans, or
insufficient deployment of resources to contain the incident. Inadequate response measures can exacerbate the
environmental impact, leading to greater harm and more challenging cleanup efforts.

Non-Compliance with Relief Measures: After an environmental emergency, entities are typically required to undertake
specific relief measures, such as environmental remediation, compensation for affected communities, and restoration
of damaged ecosystems. Breaches in this area occur when entities either do not comply with these requirements or
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attempt to circumvent them. This can result in prolonged environmental degradation, unresolved public health issues,
and ongoing legal disputes.

Implications of Breaching Environmental Emergency Regulations

The consequences of breaching regulations related to environmental emergencies are severe and multifaceted:
Environmental Degradation: The primary consequence of such breaches is environmental harm. Failure to prevent,
respond to, or mitigate environmental emergencies can lead to widespread pollution, loss of biodiversity, and long-
term ecological damage. This degradation can affect air, water, and soil quality, making areas uninhabitable for both
humans and wildlife.

Public Health Risks: Environmental emergencies often pose significant risks to public health. Breaches in regulations
can result in the release of toxic substances, contamination of drinking water, and exposure to hazardous materials.
These health risks can manifest immediately, as in the case of chemical exposure, or develop over time, as with long-
term exposure to polluted environments(9).

Economic Costs: The economic impact of environmental emergencies and the associated regulatory breaches can be
substantial. The costs of cleanup, legal liabilities, and compensation to affected communities can be overwhelming for
businesses. Additionally, these incidents can disrupt local economies, particularly in sectors such as agriculture,
fisheries, and tourism, which depend on a healthy environment.

Legal and Reputational Consequences: Entities that breach environmental emergency regulations may face legal
action, including fines, sanctions, and criminal charges. In addition to legal penalties, these breaches can severely
damage a corporation's reputation, leading to loss of business, decreased investor confidence, and long-term brand
damage. Public trust in government and regulatory agencies may also be eroded if these entities are seen as ineffective
in enforcing the law.

Challenges in Enforcement

e Enforcing regulations on the prevention, response, and relief of environmental emergencies presents several
challenges:

e Resource Limitations: Enforcement agencies often struggle with limited resources, including insufficient
funding, personnel, and technical expertise. This can hinder their ability to monitor compliance, conduct
timely inspections, and respond effectively to environmental emergencies.

e Complexity of Environmental Emergencies: The unpredictable nature and complexity of environmental
emergencies make enforcement difficult. Each emergency is unique, requiring tailored responses that may
not always align neatly with existing regulations. This complexity can lead to gaps in enforcement and
inconsistent application of the law.

e Corporate Resistance and Evasion: Some entities may attempt to evade responsibility by obscuring their
involvement in environmental emergencies or by engaging in legal battles to delay or reduce penalties.
Corporate resistance can slow down enforcement actions and reduce the effectiveness of regulatory measures.

e Interagency Coordination: Effective enforcement requires coordinated efforts between multiple government
agencies, including environmental, health, and emergency management authorities. However, bureaucratic
hurdles and lack of communication can impede these efforts, leading to delays and inefficiencies in
enforcement.

e Public Awareness and Participation: Public awareness of environmental regulations and their importance in
preventing and responding to emergencies is crucial for effective enforcement. However, low levels of public
awareness and limited participation in environmental monitoring can reduce the pressure on corporations and
regulators to comply with and enforce these regulations(10).

5.2 A few issues with the 2019 law's policy on the implementation of criminal judgments for legal organizations
The Law on Execution of Criminal Judgments 2019 in Vietnam represents a significant legal development aimed at
ensuring that criminal judgments, including those against legal entities, are effectively implemented. This law outlines
the procedures and responsibilities of various agencies in executing criminal judgments and introduces specific
provisions for legal entities, particularly corporations, found guilty of criminal offenses. However, the implementation
of these provisions faces several challenges, reflecting the complexity of enforcing criminal judgments against
corporate entities.

1. Complexity in Corporate Structures and Liability Attribution
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One of the most significant challenges in executing criminal judgments against legal entities is the complexity of
corporate structures. Many corporations, particularly large, multinational companies, operate through intricate
networks of subsidiaries, affiliates, and joint ventures. This complexity can make it difficult to attribute liability to the
correct entity within the corporate structure. The Law on Execution of Criminal Judgments 2019 requires precise
identification of the legal entity responsible for the offense, but in practice, this can be a formidable task.

The difficulty in attributing liability is further compounded when corporate entities attempt to obscure their operations
or shift responsibility between different branches or affiliates. Such practices can delay or complicate the execution of
judgments, as enforcement agencies may struggle to untangle the corporate web and identify the appropriate targets
for legal action. This issue underscores the need for enhanced legal mechanisms and investigative tools to accurately
determine the responsible legal entities within complex corporate structures.

2. Inadequate Resources and Expertise of Enforcement Agencies

Enforcement agencies tasked with executing criminal judgments against legal entities often face challenges related to
inadequate resources and expertise. The execution of criminal judgments, particularly those involving significant fines,
operational suspensions, or business license revocations, requires specialized knowledge in corporate law, financial
analysis, and business operations. However, many enforcement agencies in Vietnam are not fully equipped with the
necessary expertise to handle these complex cases effectively.

Moreover, the lack of resources, including insufficient funding, personnel, and technological tools, further hampers
the ability of these agencies to carry out their duties. For example, enforcing a judgment that includes financial
penalties may require detailed forensic accounting to trace assets or determine the corporation's financial status, which
can be beyond the current capacity of many enforcement bodies(11). This resource gap can lead to delays in judgment
execution, reduced effectiveness, and even the failure to enforce penalties fully.

3. Procedural and Legal Ambiguities

The Law on Execution of Criminal Judgments 2019, while comprehensive, still contains certain procedural and legal
ambiguities that can create challenges in practice. For instance, the law outlines the procedures for enforcing
judgments, but there are often uncertainties regarding the specific steps to be taken when dealing with legal entities as
opposed to individual offenders. These ambiguities can lead to inconsistencies in enforcement, with different agencies
interpreting the law in varying ways.

Furthermore, the legal framework may not always provide clear guidance on handling specific situations, such as
cross-border enforcement of judgments against multinational corporations or the execution of judgments that involve
non-monetary penalties like operational restrictions. These procedural and legal gaps necessitate further clarification
through additional regulations, judicial interpretations, or legislative amendments to ensure that the law can be applied
consistently and effectively.

4. Resistance and Non-Compliance by Corporate Entities

Corporate entities, particularly those with significant economic power and influence, may resist the execution of
criminal judgments. This resistance can take various forms, including legal challenges, appeals, or lobbying for
leniency or exemptions. In some cases, corporations may also engage in strategies to evade enforcement, such as
restructuring their operations, transferring assets, or relocating their activities to avoid penalties.

The resistance from corporate entities poses a significant challenge to the effective execution of criminal judgments.
It can prolong legal proceedings, increase enforcement costs, and reduce the deterrent effect of criminal penalties.
Additionally, resistance by powerful corporations can undermine public confidence in the legal system, particularly if
such entities are perceived as being above the law or able to escape accountability(12).

5. Coordination and Cooperation Among Agencies

The effective execution of criminal judgments against legal entities often requires coordination and cooperation among
multiple agencies, including law enforcement, regulatory bodies, tax authorities, and financial institutions. However,
the lack of streamlined communication and collaboration between these agencies can hinder the enforcement process.
Disjointed efforts and bureaucratic inefficiencies can result in delays, missed opportunities for enforcement, and even
contradictory actions by different agencies.

For example, the enforcement of a financial penalty might require the involvement of tax authorities to assess the
corporation’s assets and financial status, while regulatory bodies might need to oversee compliance with operational
restrictions. Without effective coordination, these processes can become fragmented, reducing the overall effectiveness
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of judgment execution. Enhancing inter-agency cooperation through better communication channels, joint task forces,
and clear procedural guidelines is essential to overcoming this challenge.
6. Public and Judicial Perception
The perception of corporate criminal liability and the execution of criminal judgments against legal entities within the
public and judiciary can also present challenges. There may be a bias, either conscious or unconscious, within the
judiciary or among the public, that sees corporations as contributors to economic growth and thus deserving of
leniency. This perception can influence the rigor with which judgments are enforced and the severity of penalties
imposed.
Moreover, there is often a public perception that corporations can avoid accountability through financial power or
political connections, which can lead to cynicism and reduced faith in the legal system. Ensuring that judgments against
corporations are executed transparently and fairly is crucial for maintaining public trust in the enforcement process.

6.Conclusion and Future work

The evolving landscape of corporate criminal liability for environmental crimes in Vietnam reflects the nation’s
growing commitment to sustainable development and environmental protection. The 2017 amendment to the Vietnam
Penal Code, which introduced explicit provisions for the criminal liability of corporate entities, marks a significant
step forward in holding businesses accountable for their environmental impacts. By integrating these provisions into
the legal framework, Vietnam has begun to address the gaps that previously allowed corporations to evade
responsibility for environmental harm. However, despite these advancements, several challenges remain that hinder
the effective enforcement of these laws.

Key among these challenges are the complexity of corporate structures, which complicates the attribution of liability;
the limited resources and expertise of enforcement agencies; procedural and legal ambiguities; and the resistance from
corporations that seek to evade penalties. These issues underscore the need for continued legal reform and capacity
building within Vietnam’s regulatory and enforcement bodies. Additionally, there is a need for greater coordination
among various agencies and stakeholders to ensure consistent and effective enforcement of environmental regulations.
Addressing these challenges is crucial to strengthening Vietnam’s legal framework and ensuring that corporate entities
are held accountable for their environmental actions.

Future Work

Looking ahead, several areas require further attention to enhance the effectiveness of corporate criminal liability for
environmental crimes in Vietnam. Future work should focus on the following key areas:

Legal and Regulatory Reforms: Ongoing legal reforms are necessary to address the procedural and legal ambiguities
that currently exist in the enforcement of corporate criminal liability. This includes clarifying the specific
responsibilities of corporate entities, refining the criteria for attributing liability within complex corporate structures,
and establishing clearer guidelines for cross-border enforcement of judgments.

Capacity Building for Enforcement Agencies: Strengthening the capacity of enforcement agencies is critical to the
successful implementation of environmental regulations. This includes providing specialized training for agency
personnel, increasing funding and resources, and developing advanced tools for monitoring and enforcing compliance.
Enhanced collaboration with international organizations and other countries can also help Vietnam build the necessary
expertise to tackle complex environmental crimes.

Enhanced Public and Judicial Awareness: Raising awareness among the judiciary and the general public about the
importance of corporate accountability for environmental crimes is essential. Educational programs and public
campaigns can help foster a culture of environmental responsibility, while judicial training programs can ensure that
judges and legal professionals are well-equipped to handle cases involving corporate environmental liability.
Strengthening Interagency Coordination: Future efforts should focus on improving coordination and communication
among the various agencies involved in environmental protection and enforcement. Establishing joint task forces,
streamlining procedures, and creating centralized databases for tracking environmental violations can enhance the
effectiveness of enforcement actions.
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