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ABSTRACT 

There is a great deal of research that aims to explain youth offending in the UK and in 

other Western countries. However, this is a new area of research in Vietnamese 

academic literature in criminology. There is very little academic research that aims to 

explain the factors behind the public and political perception of an increase in youth 

offending and the increase in prosecutions for some types of offence (physical assault 

and theft)  in Vietnam in recent years. Both the two existing Vietnamese studies based 

on the collection of primary data are relatively small scale and centre on interviews with 

young people. One study shows that young people tend to explain their behaviour 

through external influences, particularly from their peer group. The other study 

highlights a number of issues, including peer group, community influences and family 

problems. Most of the current Vietnamese research on youth offending is based on the 

analysis of official data which is used to illustrate patterns of youth offending, rather 

than explaining the causes.  

The overall aims of the research are to explore the relative importance of different factors 

associated with youth offending in Vietnam, and thus suggest the implications for 

intervention. The study is based on a survey of the four national educational institutions 

where young people (aged 12-18) are incarcerated, if they have committed less serious 

crimes (such as theft) or are aged 12-14 and have committed a more serious crime (such 

as robbery or murder). The questionnaire survey included only the young people on 

educational programmes (N=2,009) and did not include those on vocational programmes 

(N=777) for practical reasons. The questionnaire survey was followed up by interviews 

with young people (N=98) and staff (N=34) across the four institutions. The 

questionnaire data was subjected to different types of analysis: descriptive statistics, 

principal components analysis and multi-level modelling. Interview data was analysed 

through content and thematic analysis. 

The different types of data and analysis in this study revealed some differences in 

emphasis in the relative importance of different factors in the lives of young people 

and youth offending in the Vietnamese context. For example, interviews with young 

people focussed more on   peer group and individual factors and interviews with staff 

focussed strongly on family issues. Analysis of the questionnaire survey data revealed 

the importance of on-line gaming in relation to theft, along with family based issues 

such as alcohol misuse. Overall, looking across the data and types of analysis, family 

circumstances (such as poor parenting, homelessness, children running away from 

home, and alcohol misuse) were the most important in this study. Family 

circumstances were followed by the accumulation of external factors (such as gaming 

and peer group influences) and individual characteristics (such as low self-control). Of 

particular note is the issue of on-line gaming in relation to the association with theft. 

At a regional level, the multilevel models showed significant differences between 

provinces in predicting different types of offence: young people originating from Phu 

Yen are less likely to commit theft, while those from Phu Yen and Tay Ninh are found 

to be more likely to be charged for public order offences. Serious crime is more likely 

to happen in Ho Chi Minh City. More broadly, the study illustrates the consequences 

of rapid social change in Vietnam; and, the impacts of industrialization, modernization 

and globalization processes. 
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CHAPTER 1: INTRODUCTION AND SCOPE OF THE RESEARCH 

Summary                                            

The purpose of this chapter is firstly to introduce youth offending issue in Vietnam. 

Secondly, the chapter presents an analysis of aspects of the Vietnamese context that 

relate to youth crime trends. Thirdly, the aims and scope of the research are presented. 

The chapter ends with an outline of the rest of the thesis. 

1.1. Background 

1.1.1. Youth offending in Vietnam 

Concern about youth offending has attracted the attention of academic research 

worldwide. In Vietnam, this concern only started to occur in the last 20 years, there 

is a particular interest in understanding the causes of youth offending. Young 

people, especially juveniles1, are considered to be particularly vulnerable to 

broader social changes in both negative and positive ways. The likelihood of 

children committing offences is understood to increase because of the interaction 

between children and the negative aspects of social life. Research that aims to 

understand the causes of juvenile offending and addresses social issues through 

focussed intervention is needed in Vietnam.  In the West  research  shows that youth 

offending2 results from an interaction between a range of factors -  individual, 

social, situational and neighbourhood (Armstrong et al., 2005; Farrington & Welsh, 

2007;  Hayden et al., 2007; Kemshall et al., 2006). 

In Vietnam, in recent years, administrative data on the social background of young 

offenders has been investigated to explore patterns and assolciations with youth 

offending. According to recent official reports from the Ministry of Public Security, 

                                                 
1 Juvenile: the concern of youth offending is mainly focused on those who are juvenile (according to 

Vietnamese law, juveniles are those under the age of 16). However, the youth justice system includes 

all offenders within the age range of 12 to 18, therefore the term ‘young offender’, or ‘young people’ 

will be used throughout this research. These terms refer to those who are covered by the youth justice 

system in Vietnam. 

2 Youth offending: the current research in Vietnam includes behaviour that is wider than that which 

breaches the criminal law and is punishable by law. It includes antisocial behaviour that causes disorder 

and harassment for society but is not punishable by criminal law. The youth justice system in Vietnam 

covers these two types of youth problem behaviours.   
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there are over 40,000 children in trouble3, 28,000 of whom have been involved in 

criminal proceedings. Young offenders account for 25% of the overall crime rate in 

Vietnam. Government data shows that: 42.2% of these young people have dropped out 

of school early; 5.2% have run away from home or are homeless; and 5% have 

documented conflicts with their parents. Most offences are committed by those aged 16 

to 18 (Ministry of Public Security, n.d.). This suggests that social problems - poverty, 

unemployment, low level of education, parental problems and family conflict - are 

potential factors associated with youth offending in Vietnam; in a similar way to what 

has been demonstrated in research in the UK and elsewhere in the world. In attempting 

to explore the causes of youth offending in Vietnam, this research aims to examine the 

impact of different factors on different types of crime, and to establish the relative 

importance of these different factors on youth crime in the Vietnamese context.  

1.1.2. The Vietnamese context  

1.1.2.1. The socio-economic background 

After victory in the South Vietnam War in 1975, the south of Vietnam was liberated 

and united with the north to become the Socialist Republic of Vietnam4, which has 

since been led solely by the Communist Party. In the post-war period, the government 

embarked on a mass campaign of collectivization of farms and factories, which caused 

an economic collapse and resulted in triple-digit inflation. At the Sixth Congress of the 

Communist Party of Vietnam in December 1986, there was a remarkable change in the 

country’s leadership, where a conservative ideology was replaced by a reform known 

as ‘Renovation’. In this approach, the government implemented free-market reforms, 

which carefully managed the transition from a planned economy to a socialist-oriented 

market economy5. Private ownership of farms and companies engaged in commodity 

                                                 
3 Children in trouble: refers to children who tend to behave in ways that are not socially acceptable, 

such as offending.   

4 Vietnam is located in the Southeast Asia region and shares borders with the People’s Republic of China 

in the north and, to the west, the Lao People’s Democratic Republic and the Kingdom of Cambodia. 

Over 86 million people from 54 different ethnic groups live on its narrow s-shaped 331,000 km2 and 

along its more than 3,000 km of coastline. Three-quarters of the country is hilly and mountainous, arable 

land accounts for only 28.4%.  

5 Socialist-oriented market economy: a new economic model intended to be a transitional phase in the 

development of a full socialist economy, with the goal of improving productive forces and developing 

a firm material base for the foundation of socialism. The socialist-oriented market economy is a multi-

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Collectivization
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Free-market
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Planned_economy
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production and foreign investment was encouraged, while the state maintained control 

over strategic industries. Vietnam’s economy subsequently achieved rapid growth in 

agricultural and industrial production, construction and housing, exports and foreign 

investment. At the Tenth Congress of the Communist Party in 2006, after twenty years 

of ‘Renovation’, integration into the international economy was urged by the 

government to change the direction of economic development  to a new process called 

industrialization and modernization6. Accordingly, Vietnam became a member of the 

World Trade Organization in 2007, which provided the legal framework for the 

Vietnamese to trade products with countries worldwide. Over the past decade, 

Vietnam has had one of the best-performing economies in the world (World Bank, 

2011), including a fast-rising GDP and per capita income rates. During the 

contemporary world economic crisis, although facing high inflation rates, economic 

growth continued at a rate of 6.8% in 2010 (General Statistics Office, 2010a).  

However,  economic development has also been associated with challenges that arise 

in many aspects of society. These include: increasing problems of inequality and 

poverty7; the establishment of industrial sectors across the country, changing the 

structure of labour forces; and the redistribution of the population, caused by rural to 

urban migration. The economic development resulting from the industrialization and 

modernization process has created clear gaps between rich and poor, between the 

majority ethnic group (Kinh) and other minority ethnic groups8. The economic 

disparities between rural, hard-to-reach mountainous areas and the more affluent 

                                                 
sector commodity economy regulated by the market, but under state management and largely under 

state ownership. 

6 Industrialization: the process of social and economic change that transforms a human group from an 

agrarian society into an industrial one. It is a part of a wider modernization process, where social change 

and economic development are closely related with technological innovation, particularly with the 

development of large-scale energy and metallurgy production. It is the extensive organisation of an 

economy for manufacturing. 

7 Poverty:  a state of deprivation involving multiple dimensions. This includes: limited  income,  or  

limited opportunities  to generate  income;  lack of assets  to protect consumption  in difficult  times,  

and vulnerability in  the face of  adverse shocks; few possibilities to convey demands and grievances to 

those  who  could  address  them, and  to  participate  in collective  decision-making; a  sense  of 

humiliation, and lack of  respect by others, all  these are aspects of  poverty (World Bank, 2003).   

8 Ethnic groups: historically, the Vietnamese people are divided into 54 minority ethnic groups, of 

which the Kinh group has nearly 73.6 million people, accounting for 85.8% of the population. The Kinh 

group’s population is concentrated in the alluvial deltas and coastal plains of the country, while most of 

other minority ethnic groups live in mountainous and highland areas. Although Vietnamese is 

considered the main language of the country, these groups also have their own language and culture.  
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urban areas of the country are also substantial. Ethnic minorities continue to be 

among the poorest and have benefited least from the country’s economic growth. 

Over a fourteen year period (1998-2012), government monitoring data shows that 

there has been a big reduction in the overall  poverty rate9 from 37.4% in 1998 to 

11.1% in 2012, but rural and ethnic minority populations are emerging from poverty 

at a much slower pace (Table 1.1 and Table 1.2). In 2008, nearly 50% of the country’s 

ethnic minorities were living in poverty, compared to 8.5% of majority Kinh people 

(General Statistics Office, 2010b).  

Although the poverty rate in rural areas is decreasing, the number of poor people in 

rural areas is higher than urban areas (Table 1.1). For example, the most recent 

(2012) data available shows that the poverty rate in rural areas (14.4%) is more than 

four times that of urban areas. According to the Vietnam Household Living 

Standards Survey 2008, nearly half of the population are working in the agricultural 

sector. Most of them live in rural and mountainous areas of the country.  Over  80%  

of  the  poor  are  farmers  with  low professional  and  business  skills,  and  too  

little  access  to  productive  resources (General Statistics Office, 2010b). They 

encounter many difficulties in selling their products due to unfavourable 

geographical conditions, low product quality and poor product mix. Most of the 

income of the poor comes from agricultural work and poor farmers have little access 

to information and limited possibilities for shifting to employment outside this 

sector. Given their very limited resources (land, labour and funding), their income is 

highly unstable at family and community levels. Seasonal factors affecting 

agricultural production also create difficulties for the poor.  

 

                                                 
9 Poverty rate: The Ministry of Labor-Invalids and Social Affairs of Vietnam (MOLISA) uses a 

methodology based on household income. Households are deemed poor if their income per capita falls 

below some conventional threshold that varies between urban, rural and mountainous areas.  Poverty  

rates are defined  as  the  share  of  the  population  with  incomes  below  those  thresholds.   

The poverty threshold defined by World Bank annually: 1998: 149,000 VND; 2002: 160,000 VND; 

2004: 173,000 VND; 2006: 213,000 VND; 2008: 280,000 VND. (Note: VND= Vietnam dong - 

Vietnamese currency;1GBP ~ 35,000 VND) 
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The poverty  rate  in  urban  areas  is  lower  and  living  standards10  are higher  than  

the national  average,  nevertheless, the  rate  of  improvement  in  living  standards  is 

unequal. A majority of the poor in urban areas work in the informal economic sector 

with unstable jobs and low and unstable incomes. The transformation of the economic 

and ownership structure in the state sector has led to labour shedding, making the 

living conditions of redundant state employees more difficult. These people have been 

forced to shift to the non-state sector and have had to accept a lower salary or wage 

level. Those unable to find work have joined the ranks of the unemployed. A majority 

of the urban poor live in areas where the infrastructure is poor and access to basic 

services - such as safe water, a hygienic and sanitary environment, and adequate water 

drainage, lighting and garbage collection - is very limited.  The urban poor are 

vulnerable because of their great dependence on cash income.  They usually  have  no  

or  limited  ability  to  save  and  meet  with  many difficulties in accessing loans to 

create income-generating employment (Vietnamese Government, 2003).  

The pattern of poverty also presents differences between regions across the country. 

The poverty rate is relatively high in the upland, remote and isolated areas, as well as 

ethnic minority areas (Table 1.1 and Table 1.2).  As much as 64% of  the poor  live  in  

the Northern mountainous  region, Western  Highlands,  and  Central  Coastal  regions.  

These areas are characterized  by difficult  living  conditions,  geographical  isolation,  

very  limited  access  to  productive resources  and  services,  underdeveloped  

infrastructure, harsh  natural  conditions and frequent natural disasters. The majority 

of ethnic minority people are most likely to live in remote and isolated areas. They are 

geographically and  culturally  isolated,  and  lack  favourable  conditions  for 

developing infrastructure and basic social services (Vietnamese Government, 2003). 

Living standards are highest in the economic and industrial centres of the Red River 

Delta and Southeast areas, where Hanoi and Ho Chi Minh City are both located. These 

two regions have the lowest poverty rate and the highest income per capita in the 

country (Table 1.1 and Table 1.2).   

                                                 
10 Living standard: or poverty threshold, is defined based on the cost of a consumption basket that 

includes food and non-food items, with  food  spending  being  large  enough  to  secure  2,100  calories  

per  day  per  person. Households are considered below the living standard or poor when their income 

or expenditure level is not high enough to afford this consumption basket (GSO).   
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Table 1.1: The poverty rate: national and regional (1998-2012) 

(%) 

    1998 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2011 2012 
Nationwide              

Overall  37.4 28.9 19.5 16.0 14.5 14.2 12.6 11.1 
Areas              

Urban areas 9.0 6.6 3.6 3.9 3.3 6.9 5.1 3.9 
Rural areas 44.9 35.6 25.0 20.4 18.7 17.4 15.9 14.4 

Regionally               
 Red River Delta 30.7 21.5 11.8 8.9 8.0 8.3 7.1 6.1 
 Northeast and Northwest 64.5 47.9 38.3 32.3 31.6 29.4 26.7 24.2 
 Central Coasts 42.5 35.7 25.9 22.3 18.4 20.4 18.5 16.7 
 Western Highlands 52.4 51.8 33.1 28.6 24.1 22.2 20.3 18.6 
 Southeast 7.6 8.2 3.6 3.8 2.3 2.3 1.7 1.4 
 Mekong Delta 36.9 23.4 15.9 10.3 12.3 12.6 11.6 10.6 

(Source: GSO online- updated May 2014) 

 

Table 1.2: Average monthly income per capita: national and regional (1999-

2012) 

 (thousand  VND) 

    1999 2002 2004 2006 2008 2010 2012 

Nationwide             
Overall  295 356 484 636 995 1,387 2,000 
Areas             

 Urban areas 517 622 815 1,058 1,605 2,130 3,071 
 Rural areas 225 275 378 506 762 1,070 1,541 

Regionally             
 Red River Delta 282 358 498 666 1,065 1,580 2,304 
 Northeast and Northwest 199 237 327 442 657 905 1,285 
 Central Coasts 229 268 361 476 728 1,018 1,469 
 Western Highlands 345 244 390 522 795 1,088 1,631 
 Southeast 571 667 893 1,146 1,773 2,304 3,241 
 Mekong Delta 342 371 471 628 940 1,247 1,785 

Note:  
- £1 ~ 35,000 VND (exchange rate in May 2014) 
- Data source: GSO online- updated May 2014 

  

The modification of the political and economic structure in society also changes the 

social life: this includes family structure and behaviours, and the bond within 

communities (Hopkins Burke, 2008, p. 24). These changes have raised concerns about 

social disorder and youth crime in Vietnamese society in the past 20 years. The process 

of industrialization and urbanization has increased the inflow of migrants from rural 

areas to urban areas. Migrants are mainly children and those of working age. These 

migrants usually find it very difficult to secure permanent registration  or  registration  

of  long-term  temporary  residence  and, consequently, encounter many  difficulties  

in  getting  a  stable  job with a stable income. They have very limited access to social 
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services and consequently have to pay more as unregistered residents11. In spite of 

those difficulties, rural to urban migration continues to increase and has changed the 

lives of the families involved, especially the children.  

1.1.2.2. Children in Vietnam 

The population of Vietnam is young: 29.6% of the total male and 26.2% of the total 

female population are under 16 years of age12 (General Statistics Office, 2008). Most 

children13 are able to attend elementary and middle school, have access to adequate 

health care and can expect to live longer than their parents’ generation. However, the 

issues for children referred to as being in special difficulties14 are substantial. Official 

data shows the number of those who are homeless or vagrant15, orphaned, drug 

addicted, and sexually abused as 1.53 million (out of 24.5 million children in the 

total population, 6.2%).  The number of children living in poverty is about 2.75 

million (11.2% of all children in Vietnam). Millions of children are found living in 

what are referred to as ‘problem families’ in Vietnam, a result of divorced parents, 

parental imprisonment, drug addiction, and lack of parental supervision in both poor 

and wealthy families. Most of the children in ‘problem families’ struggle to receive 

welfare services and, according to international standards, are very likely to be poor 

and become involved in youth offending (Nguyen H.H, 2011).  This association 

between poverty and youth offending in Vietnam might be seen as ‘survivial crime’, 

much as it is in relation to children in the West (Hayden and Goodship, 2014). 

                                                 
11 The registration for residency is defined in the Residential Law 2006, clause 18-19: citizens have to 

register with the local authorities in order to be granted permanent residence and get a family record 

book. Citizens are able to register for permanent residence where they have legitimate accommodation.  

12 According to the latest statistics, the total population of those under 16 are 24.5 million (General 

Statistics Office, 2014; Ministry of Labor-Invalids and Social Affairs, 2014). 

13 Children: are those aged below 16, defined in Education, Protection and Care for Children Law 2004.  

14 Children in special difficulties: are those who have difficulties in their physical and spiritual 

condition, or struggle to have a normal life - defined in Education, Protection and Care for Children 

Law 2004. According to assessment defined by the Ministry of Labor-Invalids and Social Affairs, 

children who have special difficulties include those who are: homeless, orphaned, disabled, drug 

addicted, HIV/AIDS affected, sexually abused and child laboured.   

15 Homeless/vagrant children: are children who intentionally left family and don’t have a stable place 

of residence. They work to earn their own living, or they are children roaming with their family, defined 

in Education, Protection and Care for Children Law 2004.  
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Although, since 2000, the overall poverty rate in Vietnam is decreasing, it varies 

between regions. The northern region, the most mountainous area in the country, has 

the highest number of poor people, compared to the southeast, which is the wealthiest 

area. People living in urban areas clearly have a higher standard of living than those 

in rural and mountainous areas (see Table 1.2). The national statistics for homeless, 

abandoned and vagrant children (see Table 1.3) are only available for two years.  

They show a dramatic reduction in homeless and abandoned children, as well as a 

reduction in vagrant children between 2008 and 2009. Available information makes 

this data difficult to explain. 

Table 1.3: The number of homeless, abandoned and vagrant children 

nationawide  

 2008 2009 

Homeless, Abandoned 237,302 129,578 

Vagrant 28,528 22,947 

Data source: Ministry of Labour-Invalid and Social Affair 2014  

According to the report by the Ministry of Labour-Invalids and Social Affairs, 

children living in rural areas - especially those in Thanh Hoa, Nghe An and Quang 

Binh provinces in the North Central Coast - are more likely to have left their family 

early heading to nearby cities to earn their own living. The numbers of children who 

leave school for the same reason are also high in these areas. It is said that the harsh 

natural conditions of the Central Coastal regions of Vietnam profoundly affect the 

agricultural production in the area. The residents are amongst those with the least 

professional skills and struggle to be employed outside farming, which encourages 

the children to depart from their family early in life to find jobs in more urban areas. 

However, once these children have left home they might have to be vagrant without 

a place to stay overnight and even without regular food. In this situation, they become 

vulnerable to offending behaviour.  

1.1.2.3. Youth justice policy and youth offending   

Children are considered to be ‘the future’ in Vietnam, therefore their protection and 

welfare has priority in social policies and, accordingly, the Vietnamese Criminal Justice 

System has different emphases compared to countries in the West. Many British 
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commentators (Goldson & Muncie, 2006; Hayden, 2011) would argue that there is a 

tension between welfare and justice where children and wrongdoing is concerned, with 

government policy moving up and down  this continuum.  In Vietnam policy is more 

stable over longer time periods: the focus is very clearly on welfare and rehabilitation. 

In 2004, the National Assembly of Vietnam passed the Education, Protection and Care 

for Children Law, which meant that any youth justice response or intervention with 

children should consider their welfare first. For those who commit an offence, the 

purpose of punishment is to rehabilitate them into mainstream society: 

The handling of juvenile offenders aims mainly to educate and help them redress 

their wrongs, develop healthily and become useful citizens to society. 

In all cases of investigation, prosecution and adjudication of criminal acts 

committed by juveniles, the competent State agencies shall have to determine 

their capability of being aware of the danger to society of their criminal acts and 

the causes and conditions relating to such criminal acts. 

Juvenile offenders may be exempt from penal liability if they commit less serious 

crimes or serious crimes which cause no great harm and involve many 

extenuating circumstances and they are received for supervision and education 

by their families, agencies or organizations [...] 

(Vietnamese National Assembly, 1999, Clause 69) 

Young people only have to serve prison sentences when they are over 14 years old and 

they have committed an extremely serious offence16 such as robbery, rape or murder. 

Otherwise, there are two possible options for punishing their offending behaviour: 

supervision and education for improving their behaviour within local authorities (a 

community based intervention); or they are sent to educational institutions, where they 

reside full time for up to 2 years. The age of receiving these two interventions ranges 

from 12 to under 18 years of age. Sending young people to educational institutions is 

only used as the last resort if, after receiving education from local authorities, they re-

offend more than once and are homeless or vagrant (Table 1.4).  

                                                 
16 The seriousness of an offence is determined by the highest punishment applying for a criminal 

behavior. There are four levels of seriousness of a crime: less serious offence; serious offence; very 

serious offence and extremely serious offence. The highest punishment for each level are: 3 years 

imprisonment; 3 - 7 years imprisonment; 7 - 15 years imprisonment; and 15 - 20 years imprisonment or 

life sentence or capital sentence (death sentence - not applied to people under 18 years old) respectively 

- Criminal Law 1999. 
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The focus of the current research is on the four educational institutions (see Table 1.4) 

which are one of three types of response to youth offending in Vietnam.  As there are 

only four educational institutions in the country, it was possible for the researcher to 

gain access to the whole population of young offenders on educational programmes 

(some are on vocational programmes) in this type of institution in Vietnam. Therefore, 

the research findings are generalizable nationwide to young offenders on educational 

programmes in educational institutions in Vietnam.  Young people who are sent to 

prison are those who have committed a very serious offence, which would lead to 

crime-specific research rather than the current study. Furthermore, those imprisoned 

young people are spread out in prisons all over the country, which was not practical in 

terms of the time and other resources available in this study. 

Table 1.4: Types of punishment/intervention for juvenile offenders 

Type of 
punishment 

/intervention 

Offending Age range 

Less 
serious 

Serious Very 
serious 

Extremely 
serious 

12-  14 14-  16 16-  18 

Prison 
 

Nil Nil 14-16 14-16 Nil Very 
serious 
offence 
or 
extremely 
serious 
offence 

Most 
offence 

Community 
based 

intervention 

Nil 12-16 Nil Nil Antisocial 
behaviour 

Antisocial 
behaviour 

Antisocial 
behaviour 

Educational 
institutions* 

 
 

12-16 12-16 12-14 12-14 Very 
serious 
offence 
or 
extremely 
serious 
offence 
or 
Repeated 
ASB + 
homeless/ 
vagrancy 

Less 
serious 
offence  
or 
serious 
offence  
or 
Repeated 
ASB + 
homeless/ 
vagrancy 

Repeated 
ASB + 
homeless/ 
vagrancy 

*the focus of the current research (Vietnamese National Assembly, 1999) 

According to government statistics, there are around 2,000 children sent to 

educational institutions each year, while those who are in prison fluctuate at around 

1,200 (Ministry of Public Security). The concern remains that although nearly two 

thirds of juvenile offenders are receiving intervention and supervision by local 

authorities (excluding those who have committed serious offences who are in 

institutions or custody), the youth crime rate still remains high and is steadily rising 

(Ho, 2002; Nguyen & Trinh, 2000; Nguyen T.H, 2004; Pham, 2005).  
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In recent years, youth offending has become a main concern of the Vietnamese 

Criminal Justice System. The rate of youth offending nationwide is 155.8 per million 

populations and varies between regions (according to statistics published by 

MOLISA 2014, see Figure 1.1).   Figure 1.1 shows that the rate of youth offending 

is highest in the Western Highland, followed by the Southeast area and Central Coast. 

The Central Coast and Western Highland are two of the poorest regions in the 

country (see Table 1.1) whilst the Southeast area is the wealthiest. It is clear that 

inequality between regions affects the crime rate in different ways, with both relative 

poverty and wealth at regional level being associated with higher rates of crime. 

Figure 1.1: Rate of youth offenders by region (per 1,000,000) 

Source: Ministry of Labour-Invalid and Social Affair 
2011 (updated May 2014) 

   

1.2. Aims and scope of the research 

The original data on which this study is based is collected from the four educational 

institutions in Vietnam that accommodated 2,009 young offenders at the time of the 

research fieldwork (November 2012). Their ages range from 12 to 18 years old, and 

all had committed a crime. The research aims to examine the relative importance of 

different factors in the lives of these young offenders in relation to the different types 

of offence they have committed.  
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1.2.1. Research questions  

(1) Which factors best predict different types of offending for young people in 

Vietnam?  

(2) On what sorts of issues should youth crime prevention programmes focus in the 

the Vietnamese context?    

1.2.2. Overall aim and objectives  

  Overall aim: To investigate the relative importance of different factors 

associated with youth offending in Vietnam and the implications for intervention. 

 Objectives: 

(a) To review the research evidence on youth offending in Vietnam, and compare 

this with the research evidence worldwide.  

(b) To collate and analyse secondary data on patterns of youth offending and the 

Criminal Justice response in Vietnam.  

(c) To survey the young people in the four residential educational facilities in 

Vietnam. 

(d) To interview a sample of young people in each institution to investigate the 

explanations of their behaviour and suggestions for preventing future offending.   

(e) To establish the relative importance of different types of factor in the Vietnamese 

context. 

(f) To compare and explain the Vietnamese research findings with existing research 

evidence. 

(g) To identify the policy and practice implications of the research for the 

Vietnamese context. 

1.3. Organisation of the rest of the thesis 

The thesis is presented in two main parts; each being preceded by a summary.  

Part I: the main aim of the first part is to set a framework for the research. Chapter 1 

has explored the issues of youth offending in Vietnam and how this relates to the 

Vietnamese context. Chapter 2 sets out the Vietnamese context in relation to youth 

offending including youth crime trend, youth justice policy and the operation of the 
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criminal justice system. Subsequently, Chapter 3 presents the theoretical framework 

for explaining youth offending later on in this research, it also reviews the research 

evidence on explanations of youth offending. Finally, Chapter 4 presents and justifies 

the methodological approach of the research. 

Part II: the second part consists of five chapters that present the findings from the 

empirical research, the discussion as well as the conclusion. Chapter 5 presents the 

descriptive overview and pattern of characteristics of young people who participated in 

this study. It also analyses the results of principal component analysis. Chapter 6 presents 

the logistics multilevel models. Chapter 7 reports on interviews with young people and 

staff, reporting on their perception of the relative importance of different factors and 

offending behaviour. Chapter 8 discusses the research findings in relation to the 

framework provided, while Chapter 9 presents the conclusions of the research. 
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CHAPTER 2: YOUTH CRIME IN VIETNAM AND RESPONSES OF 

THE CRIMINAL JUSTICE SYSTEM 

Summary: 

This chapter presents evidence on the contemporary situation in relation to youth 

crime in Vietnam and how this is responded to by the criminal justice system. It 

starts by analysing youth crime statistics in recent years in Vietnam that have 

raised concern about youth crime in the country. The chapter goes on to explain 

and discuss the political system and its impact on youth justice policy. 

Subsequently, the operation of the youth justice system, which is  based on a 

welfare orientation,  and the gaps in practice – specifically the lack of preventative 

work with young people - are also discussed.  

2.1. Background 

In the introductory chapter, the context and overall aims of the research have been 

presented. This chapter presents the context of the current situation in relation to youth 

crime, in Vietnam as well as the response of the youth justice system. The youth justice 

system in Vietnam can be characterised as primarily orientated towards addressing the 

welfare of young people, rather than punishing them for their behaviour. This welfare 

orientation will be used later in in chapter 8 as a reference point for discussion of the 

research findings and the policy implication in the Vietnamese context. The current 

study will consider the arguments about policy and youth crime research evidence, as 

well as the policy responses in relation to the Vietnamese context. As highlighted in 

Chapter 1, explanations of youth crime and how these might relate to prevention have 

not been adequately considered in Vietnam. Approach such as diversion and 

restorative justice are still considered new perspectives to the academics and 

policymakers in Vietnam, although they have been used in the UK, US and 

Netherlands for the past two decades. This chapter also provides a brief analysis of the 

political context in Vietnam, in order to assess its influence on youth justice policy and 

the operation of the youth justice systems.  

National statistics on youth crime are measured annually by three different bodies, 

including The Ministry of Public Security (i.e. the police), The Supreme People’s 

Procuracy (i.e. the prosecutor), and the Supreme People’s Court. However, these 

statistics are not published to the public and can only be used for researching and 

consulting policymakers within the criminal justice system. Therefore, the evidence 

presented in this chapter cannot always use exactly the same time periods and varies 

due to the availability of information at the time this research was carried out. 
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2.2. Youth crime problems in Vietnam: an overview 

According to official data, 1.53 million (out of 24.5 million children in the total 

population, 6.2%) of children in Vietnam are identified as ‘living in difficulties’: this 

includes children who are orphaned, abandoned, disabled, victims of toxic 

substances, infected with HIV/AIDS, sexually abused, exploited and/or in conflict 

with the law, as well as victims of human trafficking (Chapter 1, p. 8). These 

situations are highly likely to prevent them from have stable accommodation and 

decent living conditions, access to education, welfare or medical care. Furthermore, 

these children are also vulnerable to negative influences, such as antisocial 

behaviours and crime. According to the statistics of the National Crime Prevention 

Program, Project No.4 on ‘Combating child abuse and youth offending’: in a six-

year period (2007-2013) the number of youth crime cases prosecuted is 63,600, in 

which over 94,300 young people were charged for a criminal offence. The total 

number of  young offenders accounted for  around 13% of  all crimes prosecuted by 

both young people and adults in 2013 (see Figure 2.1, overleaf).   

As can be seen from Figure 2.1, the number of young offenders that have been 

prosecuted since 2007 has fluctuated around 13,000 per year, with a peak of 14,785 

in 2013. This produces an average youth crime rate of around 150 per million17. In 

comparison with other countries such as UK, which has the rates of first time 

contact with the criminal justice system was 350 per million (equals 22,393 

offenders in 2013-2014) (Ministry of Justice, 2015, p.23), the magnitude of youth 

crime in Vietnam is relatively low.  

                                                 
17 This statistic is slightly different of that presented in Figure 1.1. (average of youth crime rates is 

155.8). It is understandable that the two data presented was gathered from two different sources, 

Ministry of Labour, Invalids and Social Affairs and the Supreme People’s Procuracy, and that the 

official statistics about crime in Vietnam is not uniformly measured, thus the reliability of it is argueable. 
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Figure 2.1: The number of offenders prosecuted under the Criminal Justice 

System divided by age group 

 

(Source: Department of Crime Statistics and Information Technology, Supreme 

People’s Procuracy 2014) 

The most common offences committed by young people are theft and robbery, 

disturbing public order, and drug-related crimes. Figure 2.2 shows the statistical 

trends of four different types of youth crimes prosecuted by the criminal justice 

system in five years (2009-2013), in which  two offences (theft, physical assault) 

presented show an overall increase. As can be seen from the graph, the most common 

crime amongst young people is theft with an average of 1,200 offenders prosecuted 

per year. Overall the number of young people prosecuted for theft shows an 

increasing trend since 2009.  The highest number of prosecutions is in 2012 at 1,509.  

Although prosecutions for theft decreased in 2013, the total number of thefts still 

remains high in comparison with other types of youth crime. Physical assault and 

robbery are ranked the second and third most common youth crimes leading to 

prosecution in Vietnam. Murder is uncommon and the number of young people 

prosecuted varies widely across the five-year period in Figure 2.2.  It is worth noting 

that prosecutions for robbery appear to show a downward trend over this five-year 

period (from 551 in 2009 to 464 in 2013, peaking at 600 in 2011). 
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Figure 2.2: The number of young offenders prosecuted under the Criminal 

Justice System divided by types of offence 

 (Source: Department of Crime Statistics and Information Technology, Supreme 

People’s Procuracy, 2014) 

 

Figure 2.3 (overleaf) shows the number of young people  entering the four 

educational institutions over a ten year period (2002-2012) (General Department of 

Executing Punishment and Justice Support, 2012). It can be clearly seen from Figure 

2.3 that the number of young people sent to these institutions has markedly decreased 

over this time period. The peak year for entrance to these institutions is 2003, with a 

total of 1,902 (excluding Ninh Binh, which has no statistics for dedicated year).   

Long An has the highest number of new entrants in 2003 at 879, followed by Dong 

Nai, at 658. It is suggested that the number of homeless children and vagrancy in 

these two areas are higher in comparison with others regions. In comparison Da Nang 

has a lower number of entrants throughout the 2001-2012 period shown in Figure 

2.3. Ninh Binh in the ten years’ report provided no information on the number of 

entrants each dedicated year, rather the total number of entry from 2002 to 2012 

presented was 10,472. This might be explained by the misinform while conducting 

the summary reports. As a results, the statistics was reported differently between the 

four institutions. In order to sum up information to present in this thesis, the 

researcher have to gather all available statistics and illustrate in chart below.   
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On average, there was over 2,000 young offenders accommodated in these four 

institutions every year, which accounts for nearly 20% of the total youth offences 

prosecuted. As already noted, most offences committed by young people are charged 

under the administrative system, that is proportionate to the actual age of young 

people by the time the crime occurred.  Educational institutions are part of the 

response to less serious offences but also to the younger children who commit serious 

crimes, such as rape and murder. 

Figure 2.3: The number of entrants to the four educational institutions in 10 

years period (2002-2012)18 

 

(Source: General Department on Executing criminal punishment and Criminal Justice 

Support 2012) 

Figure 2.4 illustrates the total number of young offenders in the four educational 

institutions divided by types of offence, in which the comparison between these 

institutions are made accordingly. Figure 2.4 illustrates that the offences committed by 

young people in educational institutions range from theft, public disorder, fraud, physical 

assault, robbery, rape to murder. The proportion of the most common offences, such as 

theft, public disorder or murder, is consistent with the overall statistics of prosecution 

presented in Figure 2.1 and Figure 2.2. Accordingly, theft accounts for the majority of the 

total offences committed by those accommodated in these institutions. The differences 

between institutions are analysed in later chapter 6 and 7. 

                                                 
18 Institution No.2 in Ninh Binh has no statistic for each dedicated year; instead, the total number of 

young offenders served sentence in Ninh Binh in 10 years period is 10,472. 
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Figure 2.4: Types of offences committed by young offenders in the four 

educational institutions in 10 years period (2002-2012) 

 

(Source: General Department on Executing criminal punishment and Criminal Justice 

Support 2012) 

2.3. Youth crime in Vietnam: responses from the Criminal Justice System 

As mentioned earlier in Chapter 1, children in Vietnam are considered to be the future 

of the country (page 9).  This view informs the response to  children in conflict with 

the law19 and means that the response to young offenders is mainly welfare orientated. 

The criminal justice system in Vietnam is governed by a range of legal codes, decrees 

and ordinances, which constitute a legal framework for responding to young people 

who are in contact with the criminal justice system, included policing, protection, re-

education and treatment of young offenders. There are also various government 

ministries who are also responsible for responding to young people:  such as the 

Ministry of Justice (MOJ), the Ministry of Public Security (MPS), the Ministry of 

Labour, Invalids and Social Affairs (MOLISA). While the Ministry of Justice is the 

law-making body that sets out legal codes and court procedures, the Ministry of Public 

Security manages police activities to ensure social order and national security, which 

involve criminal investigation, administration of social order, and managing custodial 

                                                 
19 According to Vietnamese law, children in conflict with the law include all those aged 12-18 who 

are alleged as or accused of having committed a law violation, either administrative or criminal. 
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estate. The Ministry of Labour, Invalids and Social Affairs operates national programs 

that support a range of socially excluded people: including young offenders, young 

drug users, those who are sexually abused as well as children who are homeless, 

disabled, abused or neglected. 

In order to understand the nature of the Vietnamese criminal justice system, and why 

it is welfare orientated, it is necessary to have a comprehensive overview of the 

political system, and how it influences the way the criminal justice system operates. 

The next section provides an overview of the Vietnamese political system. Later in 

this chapter, the current situation on youth crime prevention in Vietnam is reviewed. 

2.3.1. The Vietnamese political system 

In 1945, after becoming independent from the French, Vietnam announced itself to 

be a single party state, in which the Communist Party of Vietnam (CPV) has the 

central role in the political system. This took place after the Communist Party of 

Vietnam led the successful August Revolution in 1945. This regained Vietnamese 

independence from the French after over 80 years of domination (1858-1945). Since 

then Vietnam became an independent country under the leadership of the Communist 

Party of Vietnam, which is committed to the Marxist-Leninist and Ho Chi Minh’s 

ideology. The latest Constitutional Law (2014) has reasserted the nature of the 

political system in the following way:  

The Socialist Republic of Vietnam belongs to the people, is contributed to by the 

people and for the people. The entire powers of State belong to the people 

through the coalition government of working class, the farmer class, and the 

intelligentsia class.  

(Vietnamese National Assembly, 2014, Article 2)  

The Communist Party of Vietnam, the vanguard of the Vietnamese working 

class, and the loyal representative for the interest of the working class, farmer 

class and the entire people, [...], is the leader of the State and society.  

(Vietnamese National Assembly, 2014, Article 4)  
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All Vietnamese political organizations are under the Vietnamese Communist Party 

control. Communist Party policy is set by a sixteen-member Politburo20. The top four 

positions in the Politburo are held by: the Party General Secretary, State President, 

Prime Minister, and Chairman of the National Assembly. The members of the 

Politburo are selected by the party's 160-member Central Committee21. The Party 

Secretariat, which consists of five Politburo members, oversees day-to-day policy 

implementation. A National Party Congresses is held every five years to set the 

direction of the party and the government. The Eleventh National Congress of the 

Communist Party of Vietnam opened in January 2011 and set up a new Central 

Committee and Politburo. The 160-member Central Committee, which was elected by 

the Party Congress, usually meets at least twice a year.  

Despite the 2013 Constitution's affirmation of the central role of the Communist Party in 

the political system, there remains the separation of powers within the state system, 

according to the ‘trias politica principle22’. Accordingly, the political system consists of 

three institutions: the legislative, the executive, and the judicial (as illustrated in Table 2.1).  

  

                                                 
20 Politburo: is the executive committee for a communist political party. The Politburo is a bureau of 

the Central Committee tasked with making day-to-day political decisions, which must later be ratified 

by the Central Committee. It is appointed by the Central Committee from its members.  

21 The Central Committee of the Communist Party of Vietnam: first established in 1930, and is the 

highest authority in the Communist Party of Vietnam, elected by the Party National Congresses. The 

current Central Committee has about 160 full members and 25 alternate members and nominally 

appoints the Politburo of the Communist Party of Vietnam. 

22 Trias politica principle:  is a principle that forms the way a state is governed. According to this 

principle, the political system is divided into branches; each has separate and independent powers and 

areas of responsibility so that no one branch have more power than the other does. The political system 

of Vietnam is divided into three branches: a legislature, an executive, and a judiciary. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Party_Secretariat&action=edit&redlink=1
http://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=Party_Secretariat&action=edit&redlink=1
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Governance
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/State_%28polity%29
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Legislature
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Executive_%28government%29
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Judiciary
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Table 2.1: The Vietnamese political system  

 The political system 

The political system  Single party state. 
 Dominant party: The Communist Party of Vietnam (CPV). 
 Far left politics. 

Top authority   Politburo: has real power 
The legislative   The National Assembly. 

 Form by the CPV. 
 Responsible for making law. 
 Represent for the people (led by the CPV). 

The executive   President. 
 Prime Minister. 

The judicial  Supreme People’s Court of Vietnam (SPC). 
Policy  Passed by the Politburo. 

 Although changes every five years in election of the CPV, the overall 
policy is stable. 

The National Assembly is the highest representative body of the people and the only 

organization with legislative powers. It has a broad mandate to oversee all government 

functions. The National Assembly has become more assertive and influential in 

exercising its authority over law making. However, the National Assembly is still 

subject to Communist Party direction. About 80% of the deputies in the National 

Assembly are Communist Party members. The assembly meets twice yearly for seven 

to ten days each time; elections for members are held every five years.  

Aside from the Communist Party, the most powerful institutions in Vietnamese 

government are the executive agencies created by the 2013 Constitution: the offices of 

the President and the Prime Minister. The Vietnamese President is responsible as head 

of state. The Prime Minister of Vietnam heads a cabinet composed of three deputy 

prime ministers, and the ministers of twenty-two ministries and commissions; all these 

ministers are confirmed by the National Assembly in election. 

At the top of the judiciary of Vietnam is the Supreme People’s Court of Vietnam 

(SPC), which is the highest court for appeal and review. The SPC reports to the 

National Assembly of Vietnam, which in turn controls the judiciary’s budget and 

confirms the president’s nominees to the SPC of Vietnam and Supreme People’s 

Procuracy (SPP) of Vietnam. The SPP has the power of supervision of legal 

compliance by other Ministries within the government, ministerial and other 

government departments, local departments, economic bodies, social organizations, 

people’s and armed units, as well as Vietnamese citizens. It has the power to initiate 

public prosecution and ensures uniform implementation of the law. The Offices of the 

SPP has operations at local levels. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/National_Assembly_of_Vietnam
http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Vietnamese_people
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In theory, the Communist Party of Vietnam (CPV) has a central role in the political 

system, where party members are involved in most organisations, as well as 

government departments. Practically, the power of the CPV has been reflected in 

the way it is organized and how it operates the state. At the top of the political 

system, the Politburo is the highest authority that proposes policy and the direction 

for the government. Therefore, although in theory, the President is head of the state, 

and the Prime Minister leads the government, all policy passed and the orientation 

of the government is decided by the Politburo. It is said that there has been not 

much change in overall policies in Vietnam since the Renovation in 1986, 

especially in terms of criminal justice policy. 

2.3.2. Youth justice policy  

The way in which the Vietnamese political system is organized arguably influences 

the on-going development and change in youth justice policy. Key impacts of the 

political system include the stability of youth justice policy, the overall policy 

orientation and the way the youth justice system is organized. The stability of the 

political system in Vietnam has endured since the Renovation in 1986, this is in turn 

reflected in the stability of youth justice policy. Vietnam was one of the first countries 

to sign the United Nation Convention on the Rights of the Child (UNCRC), which 

came into force on September 1990. Aside from the first Constitution in 1946, which 

says that that children need to be taken care of and educated, the United Nations 

Convention is said to have had much influence on child-related policy in Vietnam 

since 1990. An illustration of the way children is referred to by the state can be found 

in Instruction No. 38-CT/TW on improving education, protection, and care for 

children, which stated that (passed by the CPV on May 30th, 1994): 

Children are the source of happiness for every family, they are the future for the 

entire Nation, are those who will continue contributing and protecting the 

Fatherland, therefore they need to be protected, educated and cared for. 

(Vietnamese Politburo, 1994) 
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This document has been the most important and influential paper in terms of youth and 

youth justice policy in Vietnam for over 20 years. Child welfare therefore needs to be 

a priority consideration in every policy, especially in youth justice policy. Other 

legislation related to children has reasserted this ideology: 

The handling of juvenile offenders aims mainly to educate and help them redress 

their wrongs, develop healthily, and become useful citizens to society.  

(Vietnamese National Assembly, 1999, Article 69) 

The main aim of sentencing juvenile offenders is to educate them and help them 

acknowledge and resolve their wrongs, and develop their future behaviours. 

(Vietnamese National Assembly, 2004, Article 36) 

The principle of executing judicial measures for juvenile offenders is to ensure 

their education and help them resolve their wrongs, develop healthily, and 

become useful citizens to the society. 

(Vietnamese National Assembly, 2011, Article 111)  

Since the signature of the UNCRC in 1990, most of the Vietnamese policies on youth 

and youth justice have presented a consistent prioritising of welfare. The main aim of 

the youth justice system is to rehabilitate the offenders rather than merely punish them 

for their wrongdoing. Imprisonment for young offenders is only applied in cases where 

it is needed. The punishments imposed on young people are always lighter than for 

adults, normally half of the current sentences applied for adult offenders. The age of 

criminal responsibility is 14, but those under the age of 16 are only responsible for 

specific types of offences such as murder, robbery, rape and other serious offences 

(Vietnamese National Assembly, 1999).  

The main purpose of the Vietnamese system is to rehabilitate young offenders 

through education and job training (Vietnamese National Assembly, 2011). This 

aims to help young people acknowledge their wrongdoing and prepare life after 

custody or other sentencing measures.   
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Table 2.2: Key aspects of Vietnamese Youth justice policy 

Criteria Vietnam 

Key watersheds  1990: Signed the UN Convention on the Rights of the Child 
(UNCRC).  

 1994: The Central Committee passed the Instruction 38-CT/TW 
on enhancing the education, protection, and care for children.  

 1999: Implemented the new Criminal Law, replacing the 
Criminal Law 1985. 

 2004: The National Assembly passed the Education, Protection 
and Care for Children Law. 

 2011: Implemented the Executing Criminal Punishment Law.  
 2012: Handling of Administrative Violations Law 

Policy orientation  Welfare. 
The current youth justice 

system 
 Aim: to educate and help the children acknowledge their 

wrongs, develop healthily and become useful citizens to society. 
 Objectives: 

 Judicial measures for juvenile offenders are encouraged at 
court. 

 Children are prosecuted only in cases of serious offence or 
extremely serious offence. 

 The punishment on juvenile offenders only applied in 
necessarily cases. The sentences imposed on juvenile 
offenders are lighter than those on adult offenders for the 
same crime. 

Age of criminal 
responsibility 

 Persons aged 16 or over have the criminal responsible for all 
offences they committed. 

 Persons aged 14 - 16 have the criminal responsible for very 
serious offences when intentionally committed, or extremely 
serious offences. 

Youth justice process  Pre-court: a young person commits minor offence or antisocial 
behaviours.  

 Court: a young person intentionally committing more serious 
offences. 

Prevention programmes in 
the community 

 Preventing re-offending runs through the educational 
institutions, includes: 

 Giving essential education (primary and secondary) and law. 

 Appropriate job training 
Secure accommodation  Educational institutions for juvenile offenders (four institutions 

nationwide) 

2.3.3. Youth justice system: response to youth crime and crime prevention 

2.3.3.1. The Youth justice system 

Youth justice policy has much influence in the way the system operates. 

Accordingly, children in conflict with the law are organised in two different systems.  

Firstly, the administrative system, which oversees less serious law violations and is 

governed by the Law on Handling of Administrative Violations (2012, clause 134-

136).  Secondly, the criminal system, which addresses offences that are regulated 
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under the Criminal Law (1999). Currently there is no separate system for responding 

to young offenders in Vietnam, all offences or law violations committed by young 

people are dealt with in the same system with adults. However, in both administrative 

and criminal systems, there are specific provisions applied specifically for young 

people. For example, in the Handling of Administrative Violations Law (2012) the 

handling of violations committed by young people are regulated in Part 5, in which 

the principles for implementing the administrative measures for young people are 

presented.  The response to young people who are in conflict with the law, therefore 

is presented in two different systems as illustrated in Figure 2.5 below. 

Figure 2.5: The Youth Justice System in Vietnam 

 

Approximately 80 per cent of offences committed by young people are dealt with by the 

administrative system, which is authorized by the people’s committees at the local level 

(mostly wards). These offences are mostly petty crimes such as theft, physical assault, 

gambling, or public disorder. The sentences imposed on these types of offending 

behaviours, including cautions and fines, are executed by local authorities.  Local 

authorities are responsible for sending young offenders to educational institutions (the 

focus of this research, as introduced in chapter 1 and explained in chapter 4) (Vietnamese 

National Assembly, 2012, clause 134). In the new legislation commencing in 2012, two 

new measures are added, included ‘notice’ and ‘family supervision order’ to ensure the 

best interests of children in conflict with the law (Figure 2.5). These measures are also 

presented in Criminal Law 2009 (Vietnamese National Assembly, 1999, clause 70).  
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About one fifth of youth offences are processed in the criminal system operated by the 

courts. The courts cover offences that are considered very serious or extremely serious, 

for example murder, rape or robbery. Based on the seriousness of an offence and the 

actual age of the offenders at the time an offence is committed, the sentence imposed 

by the court might range from administrative (such as cautions, fines, rehabilitate in 

community) to imprisonment. As mentioned in Chapter 1 (page 11), only very serious 

or extremely serious offences committed by young people aged 14 to 16 lead to 

imprisonment, though the length of the sentences must be shorter in comparison to 

those of adults (Vietnamese National Assembly, 1999, clause 69). Young people aged 

16 and above are viewed as having criminal responsibility for most offences, however 

capital punishment cannot be imposed on those below the age of 1823.  

At present, there is no systematic data on administrative sentences that are imposed by 

local authorities (that is the ward’s people’s committee), while the statistics on 

criminal offences prosecuted by local police are updated daily on the system of the 

Supreme People’s Procuracy, which might provide a reliable measurement for the 

criminal justice trends.  

2.3.3.2. Vietnamese community justice 

The rise of managerialism in criminal justice systems in western countries, such as the 

UK, means authorities are responsiblilized to facilitate ‘governing at a distance’ 

(Muncie, 2005: 40). The Vietnamese system, on the other hand, is mainly community-

based, which consists of three distinct elements within the community including: local 

Communist Party bodies, community-based professional services (such as the police), 

the local representatives from the different ‘mass organizations’, such as the Farmers’ 

Union, the Women’s Union and the Youth Union. At various levels of the local 

community (including provincial, district and commune or ward), a statutory bodies 

named the ‘people’s committee’ is established, which has a wide range of local 

responsibilities across the private, public and judicial sectors. 

                                                 
23 There is a debate on a recent murder-robbery case committed by an under-18-years-old offender 

named Le Van Luyen. On early morning August 24 th 2011 in a small town in Phuong Son, Luc 

Nam district, Bac Giang province, Le Van Luyen (born October 18 th 1993) killed three people in 

the gold shop owner’s family before robbed the shop. The sentence imposed was 18 years’ 

imprisonment, which was critique as too soft for such offence. However, according to Criminal 

Law 2009, capital punishment is not applied for those below the age of 18, as by August 24 th 2011 

Luyen was only 17 years old, 10 months and 6 days. This case has raise the debate of whether 

Vietnam should lower the age of criminal responsibility. 

Read more at: http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/society/17002/juvenile-gold-robber-sentenced-18-

year-jail-for-killing-3.html  

http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/society/17002/juvenile-gold-robber-sentenced-18-year-jail-for-killing-3.html
http://english.vietnamnet.vn/fms/society/17002/juvenile-gold-robber-sentenced-18-year-jail-for-killing-3.html
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According to the Handling of Administrative Violations Law 2012, the people’s 

committee is the local body that has the authority, in cooperation with the police, in 

handling community-based sanctions, such as fines, warnings and compulsory 

compensation, and education programmes. A young person whose sentence involves 

education within the local community must report regularly to a member of the local 

people’s committee, or someone appointed by them, such as a police officer. The family 

is involved in responses involved in educating young people as part of their community 

orders; the family must ensure the sanctions imposed on their children are implemented 

properly. In most communities (at ward level), every year the people’s committee 

reviews households and awards a ‘cultured family certificate’ (gia đình văn hoá) to those 

who present a positive attitude and law-abidingness within the community. For example: 

family members who are seen as showing a good standard of morality and behavioural 

expectations for their children; or who are actively law abiding or actively involve in the 

community events. The award is revoked once a household has a member who has 

committed an offence or is seen as failing to take care of their children in a way that has 

led to offending. The communities are also ranked based on the number of ‘cultured 

family certificates’ awarded each years within that community.  

The main aim of this activity is to strengthen the community bond and also to 

responsibilize individual household to ensure crime control within the local areas. 

Furthermore, the involvement of family and local authorities in the education of young 

people, who are charged for offending behaviours, is considered a better measure to 

respond to youth crime rather than incarcerate young people for a period of time. It is 

also consistent with the welfare-oriented youth justice policy as presented earlier in 

Chapter 1 (page 10). A UNICEF representative in Vietnam has commented:  

‘It is positive… that Vietnamese children who commit minor offences are treated 

through administrative rather than judicial channels, thus avoiding a criminal 

record and facilitating their re-integration into society’ (Volkmann, 2005, p. 33). 
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2.3.3.3. Youth crime prevention in Vietnam 

The National Crime Prevention Program commenced in 1998, in which youth crime 

prevention was formulated in Project No. 4 (Combating child abuse and youth 

offending).  There is no other legal document that focuses on preventing youth crime 

in Vietnam. It is argued that youth crime prevention has perceived inadequate 

consideration from thecriminal justice system(Cox, 2010).  The current policy and law 

only emphasise on the prosecution aspects in dealing with young offenders, thus 

prevention mentioned in legal documents and academic research mainly focus on 

enhancing and strengthening the police activities, such as investigation or preventative 

measure by the police, in order to detect and deal with young offenders rather than 

focus on the social factors that might influence the likelihood of youth offending. As it 

is commented that ‘there is a strong focus on preventing potential criminal activity 

rather than addressing factors that can result in juveniles breaking the law’ (Cox, 2010). 

Vietnam is in the middle of a rapid social and economic development process, 

addressing the social problems comprehensively in order to prevent crime might be 

overwhelming. The greater focus of the government is on economic development 

while ensuring social order and national security. The lack of preventive measures in 

the criminal justice system illustrates the gap in policy and legal documentation in 

responding to youth crime in Vietnam.   

On the other hand, while the primary aim of the Vietnamese criminal justice system is 

to ensure the welfare of young people in contact with the law, the use of diversion and 

restorative justice that are important in western countries have not officially mentioned 

in Vietnam. These concepts are still new or unfamiliar in Vietnam since there are no 

corresponding terms in legal documentation and judicial practice focusing on 

intervention or restorative justice (Pham, 2013, p. 6). In 2010, the Ministry of Justice 

carried out a research project funded by UNICEF to review the potential application of 

diversion, restorative justice and social reintegration for young offenders after release 

from custody. However, currently there is no policy and law in relation to these new 

practices has been produced in Vietnam. At present Vietnam has very few alternatives 

to divert young people away from the criminal justice system.  
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2.3.3.4. The lack of preventive focus in responding to youth offending 

The nature of the Vietnamese youth justice system and its current policy has illustrated 

the primary focus on the prosecution aspect rather than prevention (Cox, 2010). One 

of the most notable actions in response to youth crime involves Project no. 4, the 

National Crime Prevention Program (1998), which focuses on dealing with children 

who are abused as well as young offenders. This project proposed criminal justice 

system reform include necessary changes to the police, court and legal procedures that 

involve children as witnesses, victims, suspects and as offenders. It is pointed out that 

a separate court system for young people is needed, and a new range of community-

based options including diversion and restorative justice programmes is proposed. 

The Vietnam’s welfare model considers an offence to be a product of personal or 

familial disadvantage, deprivation or shortcomings. Therefore, the response of the 

criminal justice system is set out to address the nature of those criminal activities, 

which aim to rehabilitate young people through a range of measures including 

community-based programs such as re-education in local wards, with the use of a 

custodial sentence limited as a last resort. Those who are sent to custodial institutions, 

such as educational institutions, are provided the opportunity to rehabilitate through 

educational and jobs training, counselling and a child-centred approach.   

The criminal justice response to youth crime in Vietnam although applauded for its 

welfare approach, still has a range of shortcomings.  These include the lack of 

reliable and systematic information on the situation of children in conflict with the 

law; the lack of a separate legal regulation for youth justice and a specialized system 

of juvenile courts; the limitation in capacity of key criminal justice actors to 

appropriately respond to young offenders. Attention needs to be paid to diversion 

mechanisms and restorative justice programmes, as a substitution for the use of 

incarceration measure (such as custodial sentences, including those in educational 

institutions). The system is also criticised for the lack of appropriate rehabilitation 

and reintegration services in the community to support young offenders after release 

from custody institutions (Cox, 2010). 

 



32 

 

The most common shortcomings of the legal system concerning children are available 

in various legal documents (UNICEF Vietnam, 2012). Furthermore, there is a lack of 

professionals working at the local area level to provide services to support all 

vulnerable children. Although, some specialized social services do exist, they are often 

fragmented or unregulated and do not ensure the best interests of children. There is a 

need to establish a child-friendly justice system for ensuring that children experiencing 

abuse, exploitation or neglect are not re-victimized by a criminal justice system. 

In recent years, international non-governmental organizations such as UNICEF, PLAN 

or Blue Dragon24 have attempted to support the criminal justice system to establish a 

child friendly system and also help improve the efficiency of the provision of social 

services. These organizations aim to provide better training of police and legal officers, 

support more constructive re-education programmes, assist in supplying more 

awareness of child psychology and more structured community support for young 

offenders (UNICEF, 2006). The focus of all their projects is training key professionals 

working in the justice system such as: training police officers and prosecutors to 

provide child-friendly investigation in cases that involve young people. Whereas 

international non-governmental organizations put a lot of  effort into supporting 

children in conflict with the law, there is still lack of consideration about the role of 

family and community in preventing youth offending and in offering informal 

responses to such behaviour, through schemes such as the cultured family.   

                                                 
24 UNICEF in Vietnam is one of the United Nation agencies that based in the country. UNICEF is 

working with the Government at different levels to help ensure that vulnerable children are not left 

behind and to sustain past achievements in realizing child rights. 

PLAN is a NGOs based in Vietnam that works to help children realize their rights and lift them out of 

poverty. 

Blue Dragon Children's Foundation (Blue Dragon) is a charitably funded NGO based in Hanoi, 

Vietnam. Its mission is to help children escape from the poverty by offering them chances at 

education and improved living conditions. It also helps children escape from slave labour, provides 

access to drug rehabilitation programs and has raised money for storm damaged areas as the scope of 

its work has widened. 
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2.4. Chapter conclusions  

This chapter has considered the recent and current situation in relation to youth crime 

in Vietnam and its historical and political rationale. The scale of the problem is based 

on official statistics as there is no self-report data of the kind that was collected for 

this thesis. The chapter illustrates how and why the youth justice system and its 

operation in relation to young people may be primarily seen as based on a welfare 

orientated policy. Popular discourse in Vietnam over the past ten years perceives 

youth crime in Vietnam as on an upward trend25. Although the total number of  

recorded youth crime is relatively low compared to western countries such as the 

UK, youth crime (in common with the UK and elsewhere in the world) raises concern 

for social safety and order from the public and requests for tougher sentences that 

are seen as proportionate to the offences committed26. However, currently in 

Vietnam there is lack of academic research that is based on the social explanation of 

factors that may influence youth offending.  Thus the primary focus of the youth 

justice system in Vietnam is on those who are already in contact with the system, 

rather than preventing this happening. The current system in Vietnam is considered 

ineffective in preventing youth crimes. This argument will be used as a reference 

point for the discussion presented in chapter 8 and hence the suggested 

recommendations for interventions based on the findings from the current research. 

The next chapter will review the theoretical framework for explaining youth crime 

and its application in the current research. The research evidence that has influenced 

the way the current study has been conducted will be discussed, which in turn aims 

to locate the current study within the research literature.  

                                                 
25 Online news paper of the Government: http://baochinhphu.vn/Home/Dau-la-giai-phap-can-ban-han-

che-toi-pham-thanh-thieu-nien/20119/99091.vgp  

26 http://vtc.vn/tu-vu-le-van-luyen-ban-ve-tuoi-vi-thanh-nien.2.354348.htm  

http://baochinhphu.vn/Home/Dau-la-giai-phap-can-ban-han-che-toi-pham-thanh-thieu-nien/20119/99091.vgp
http://baochinhphu.vn/Home/Dau-la-giai-phap-can-ban-han-che-toi-pham-thanh-thieu-nien/20119/99091.vgp
http://vtc.vn/tu-vu-le-van-luyen-ban-ve-tuoi-vi-thanh-nien.2.354348.htm
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CHAPTER 3:  EXPLAINING YOUTH OFFENDING IN VIETNAM - 

THEORETICAL FRAMEWORK AND REVIEW OF KEY EMPIRICAL 

RESEARCH                      

Summary 

This chapter reviews key theories and related empirical research relevant to the 

focus of the current study. The key theories are: subcultural, social control theories, 

social development, multi-factor theories based on a ‘risk factors’ approach, 

specifically the Edinburgh Study of Youth Transitions and Crime. The chapter 

moves on to review key research of central relevance to the current study.  This 

briefly covers the evidence on the influence of individual, family, school and 

community factors in relation to the development of offending behaviour. The 

limited research evidence base in Vietnam is reviewed. 

3.1. Background 

The first two chapters have outlined and introduced the context for the current study. 

They have presented an overview of youth crime in Vietnam and the response of the 

criminal justice system; and, have outlined important background information related 

to youth offending in the Vietnamese context. The main purpose of this chapter is to 

review key explanations of youth offending that are of relevance to the current study. 

In reviewing these theoretical explanations of youth crime, this chapter aims to situate 

the current study within the contemporary literature about youth crime. By doing so, 

it offers a framework for the explanation of youth offending in Vietnam later on in this 

thesis. The key theories reviewed are: subcultural, social control theories, social 

development, multi-factor theories based on a ‘risk factors’ approach, specifically the 

Edinburgh Study of Youth Transitions and Crime. 

3.2.  Key theories for explaining youth offending in Vietnam 

There are a  variety of ways that youth offending behaviour has been explained.  

Hopkins Burke (2008) identifies four broad types of  criminological theory: rational 

choice, biological, psychological and  sociological.   Within these four broad  types of 

theory there is a range of more specific theory.  Potentially all of these theories could 

offer some insights in the Vietnamese context where youth criminology, particularly 

that based on  an explicit theoretical  orientation has not yet developed.  In the West 
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the concept of ‘warring paradigms’ (see Oakley, 2000) is important to acknowledged 

at the outset  in order to understand  the context of the theoretical choices made in 

conducting the current study. The dominance of ‘positivist criminology’ is often 

strongly criticised by  ‘cultural criminologists’; argumements that are also reflected in 

the opposition between  research that focusses on the collection of quantitative data, 

rather than qualitative data.  However, Squires and  Stephen (2005), whilst providing 

a strong  critique of positivist criminology,  also say that: 

Unquestionably, the core findings of the positivist tradition have laid down a 

substantial and enduring bedrock of research evidence pointing to the 

criminogenic circumstances in a young person’s life likely to influence 

involvement in criminal activity (p.156). 

The current study aims to start the process of providing this ‘bedrock’ in Vietnam.  Other 

types of research are also needed and will no doubt follow. 

It is anticipated in this study that the explanations for youth crime problems in Vietnam 

might share similarities with what have been found elsewhere in the world.  Overall 

the thesis has adopted a standpoint where a number of compatible theories have  been 

chosen on the basis that they are likely to be relevant in relation to the wider public 

discourse in Vietnam  and the limited research evidence available.  Further, the type 

of empirical research  originally planned and presented in this thesis  (essentially a 

national survey of a particular incarcerated population) was based on a range of factors 

established by research evidence that were susceptible to more than one research 

explanation.  The study was particularly influenced by research such as the Edinburgh 

Study of Youth Transitions  and Crime which has adopted an integrated approach to 

explanation that builds on social development theories (Smith & McVie, 2003) 

Integrated approaches to the explanation of youth crime recognize that crime is a 

complex, multidimensional phenomenon with multiple causes. By integrating a variety 

of factors - including individual (psychological and biological), social and community 

circumstances, as well economic factors into a coherent structure - such theories can 

overcome the  problems of theories that focus on only one part of the overall ecology 

of  how young people live. Many older theories of crime argue that one causal variable 

is predominantly important as a cause of youth crime. A problem with such an 

approach  is that not all persons exposed to a particular circumstance (such as poverty, 

school exclusion or family breakdown) commit crime. Integrated theories recognize 
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that multiple social and individual factors interact dynamically in relation to how 

individuals behave.  It follows that  research needs to consider  a wide range of factors 

in an individual’s life in order to understand how this might relate to behaviour.  Multi-

factor theories (discussed in more detail later in this chapter) integrate a range of 

variables into a cohesive explanation of criminality. 

The broader developing public and political discourse about ‘youth’ and specifically 

‘youth offending’ in Vietnam  shares characteristics with the West.  In a rapidly 

changing and developing society, such as Vietnam, the gap in understanding across 

the generations, as well as the inequality across the country and between social groups 

suggests that subcultural and control theories may also be of relevance  to the current 

study. So, in sum the current study draws on specific elements of sociological  research 

and some elements of psychological research, using an integrated approach that is 

compatible with the pragmatist epistemology outlined in Chapter 4. The relevant  

theories are reviewed below. 

3.2.1. Subcultural theories 

The main aim of subcultural theory is to explain the problem of ‘outcast’ groups who 

are said to deviate from  mainstream  society. Subculture is considered the problem 

solving response for those who conflict with the values accepted by mainstream society. 

Newburn (2013) argues that explanations of youth offending are inadequate without 

taking into account the insights from subcultural theory (p. 205). Subcultural theories 

offer a way to explain youth crime within a political and social context rather than 

considering  it to be a creation of individual biological or psychological attributes. 

Subcultural theories drive attention towards the collective values of groups and possibly 

‘gangs’ (although the latter is acknowledged to be a contested term). Explanation of 

subculture have drawn upon two different traditions, relating to American and British 

subcultures. Initially subcultural theory was influenced by the Chicago school and strain 

theory, which assume the causes of youth offending  to be associated with  social 

circumstances – specifically the young, poor and disadvantaged groups (Cohen, 1956). 

The British tradition, on the other hand, argues that young people can be aware of and 

even adhere  to aspects of mainstream culture but find themselves in conflict with the 

values that derive from their working class culture (Downes, 1966).  
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One of the significant works on subculture based on the American  tradition was that of 

Cohen (1956),  in which he proposed that most young people, regardless of their social 

class origins, are equal in terms of commitment to having a career goal. Accordingly, 

delinquency is the consequence of acts that some working class young people commit 

when they experience ‘status frustration’ in parts of the social system, such as school.   

Success at school is considered  to be part of the legitimate means to achieve material 

success (Cohen, 1956).  However, it is well established that children and young people 

do not have equal access to academic success in schools. Fundamentally success at school 

is mediated by social class and material circumstances. Gender and ethnicity now also 

play a complex role in Western societies (Hayden & Martin, 2011).  Those who do not 

achieve or find status in the existing system find a way to solve the problem in conjunction 

with those who are similarly rejected, from which they create an environment that provides 

support for a ‘new status’ that they cannot achieve in the mainstream system. This new  

status is the exact inverse of conventional society - focusing on ‘trouble’, ‘toughness’, 

‘smartness’, ‘excitement’, ‘fate’, and ‘autonomy’ (Miller, 1958, p.7); or drift and 

techniques of neutralization (Matza, 1964); and the dissociation from conventional 

activities and an emphasis on leisure (Downes, 1966, p. 250).  Cloward and Ohlin (1960) 

argued that criminal behaviour results in situations where aspirations are blocked. 

Furthermore, young working class people often have aspirations beyond  their 

available means, thus it is the structural disassociation between social values (that 

define ‘success’) and the means  to achieve this success, that create delinquency.  As a 

result young people organise themselves into subcultural groups that offer support, 

approval and ultimately a rationale for criminal behaviour.  

Downes (1966) exemplifies the British subcultural tradition. He argued, that working 

class young people recognised that the work available to them was inherently debased, 

boring and tedious. This leads them to pursue leisure and the freedom that the 

discipline of their social context cannot provide. The result is young people’s 

engagement in ‘street- corner’ groups, from which they commit acts of delinquency as 

an attempt to create the excitement and autonomy that the conformity of the social 

system denies (Downes, 1966).  Working class culture is characterized as celebrating 

toughness, aggression and immediate gratification, whilst holding a highly 

misogynistic and racist worldview.  This culture was considered a rational response to 
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a middle class educational environment where they feel they do not belong. British 

subcultural theorists argued that while youth subcultures might be considered 

dangerous and threatening, often echoing the deviance amplification of the media and  

the escalation of law enforcement agency responses; they are highly creative social 

movements (Cohen, 1980).  

Nevertheless, subcultural theories are criticised for an overemphasis on groups and for 

not providing adequate insight about individual cognitive choice (Heidensohn, 1989).  

For example, subcultural theories do not explain why young people exposed to the 

same pressures behave differently (Cohen, 2002). The approach of American   research 

has also received much criticism. One of the weaknesses of the American tradition is 

that it argued that youth cultures are populated by outsiders, who identify themselves  

as  apart from mainstream values. Yet the values celebrated by young people were 

found to be embedded within the communities from which they originate (Miller, 

1975). This argument emphasises that young offenders often have close attachment to 

their community of origin rather than deviate away from  it. Matza (1964) also suggests 

that young offenders engagement in ‘techniques of neutralisation’  could be viewed as 

evidence of their conformity to the dominant moral order.    

There is some limited research evidence that young people in Vietnam, like anywhere 

else in the world, are exposed to the influence of peer groups, specifically when 

involved in offending behaviours (Ho, 2002; H. T. Nguyen, 2004). Moreover, popular 

discourse suggests that the influence of gaming (specifically as a social activity in 

places catering for this interest) has emerged as a new subculture for Vietnamese youth 

in recent years27.  Gaming helps create a situation which brings young people together 

in a social situation that is part of a group identity.  A  group identity that is explicitly 

apart from the influence of family and adults in authority. Taking into account 

established theory and evidence about youth subcultures, as well as the emerging 

concern about gaming in Vietnam, this study examines the effects of those factors on 

youth offending in Chapters 6 and 7. The extent to which subcultural theories can 

explain youth crime in the Vietnamese context is discussed later in Chapter 8. 

                                                 
27 http://tuoitrethudo.vn/phap-luat/tin-chi-tiet/-/chi-tiet/-lanh-gay-voi-hanh-vi-pham-toi-cua-tre-vi-

thanh-nien-5347-308.html  

http://tuoitrethudo.vn/phap-luat/tin-chi-tiet/-/chi-tiet/-lanh-gay-voi-hanh-vi-pham-toi-cua-tre-vi-thanh-nien-5347-308.html
http://tuoitrethudo.vn/phap-luat/tin-chi-tiet/-/chi-tiet/-lanh-gay-voi-hanh-vi-pham-toi-cua-tre-vi-thanh-nien-5347-308.html
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3.2.2. Social control theories 

Control theories approach the understanding of criminal behaviours from a different 

perspective from most criminological theory. Rather than seeking an explanation for 

the cause of deviant behaviours, control theories assume that criminal behaviour is a 

normal phenomenon that is driven by personal needs and desires.  Control theories 

are based on the belief that people are unlikely to be deviant in the presence of 

adequate control. In other words, those who commit crime do so because of the 

absence of control at that time or in a particular  situation. According to Hirshi (2002) 

the central question of social control, therefore, is ‘why don’t they do it?’ rather than 

‘why do they do it?’ (my emphasis, p. 16). 

Social control theories originate from the work of Hobbes (1968) and Durkheim (1951) 

who provide the psychological and sociological perspectives of the predestined actor 

model. The main question proposed by these theorists is ‘why do people obey the rules 

of society?’ and their work seeks to answer this fundamental question. The underlying 

assumption is that, people are free to break the social rules but nevertheless they only 

commit to do so in particular circumstances. These theories argue that most individuals 

in a given society identify conformity as ‘normal’, and committing criminal behaviour 

as ‘abnormal’. According to Hobbes, fear, 'is the only thing, when there is appearance 

of profit or pleasure by breaking the laws that makes men keep them’ (Hobbes, 1968, 

p. 247). Whilst Durkheim (1951) assumed that it is the socialized moral norms that 

keep the needs, desires or aspirations of individuals within limits, thus preventing most 

people from breaking the law.  Weak social controls are  more likely during the rapid 

industrialisation, modernization  and associated social change, when social regulation 

cannot adapt with the new processes of social development (Durkheim, 1951). 

The early control theorists proposed the explanation of conformity and deviance using 

both social and psychological factors, although both schools of thought based its 

foundation on Durkheim’s theory of anomie. On the one hand, it is argued that social 

disorganization causes crime and offending through generating social pressure. On the 

other hand, social control theories consider social disorganization as the cause of 

weakening social control, thus creating crime. Social bonds restrain individuals from 

committing crime, whilst outside influences can push people to deviate. More immediate 

gratification is also important. As Hirschi (1989) later argued: 'criminal behaviour 

usually results in quicker achievement of goals than normative behaviour’.   
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Control theories may provide an important part of the explanation of youth crime in a 

rapidly industrializing country like Vietnam. There are three main theories developed from 

control theory that are reviewed in more depth in the following subsections including 

social bond theory, reintegrative shaming theory, and the general theory of crime.   

3.2.2.1. Social Bond Theory 

One of the most famous theories about social control is the social bond theory proposed 

by Hirschi in 1969. Taking into account the idea of early social control theories, Hirschi 

argues that ‘delinquent acts result when an individual’s bond to society is weak or broken’ 

(Hirschi, 2002a, p. 16), thus criminal activity can be deterred by the ‘bond of affection 

with conventional persons’, usually parents. Since most children have an intimate 

relationship with their parents, they are more likely to think about the reaction of their 

parents before getting involved in delinquent behaviour (Hirschi, 2002a, p. 83).  

According to Hirchi, the social bond consists of four elements: attachment, commitment, 

involvement and belief.  Compared to other control theories which focused on the 

internal psychological dimension of control, Hirschi’s approach was much more 

sociological. Attachment, for Hirschi, is the ‘affectional identification, love, or respect’ 

that is developed based on the magnitude of interaction between children and their 

parents, peer and school on a personal basis. Commitment refers to the effort an 

individual invests into conventional social activities, which would become vulnerable 

by engaging in criminal behaviour. It is proposed that the more one invests in 

conventional social life, the greater the stake in conformity, the more  the individual will 

lose by breaking the law. Involvement refers to the reality that it is busy commitment to 

conventional things that prevents a person from engaging in criminal activities. Beliefs 

is a state of mind that is loosely bound up with the pattern and strength of attachments 

an individual has with other people and institutions, which in turn  produces constant 

reinforcement for a person to engage in conventional activities. These four elements, 

though independent, are highly interrelated in preventing criminal activities in most 

people (Hirschi, 2002a, p. 94). There is extensive research on ‘school connectedness’ 

that supports this theory (see Hayden & Martin, 2011). 
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Emotional attachment, for Hirschi, helps deliver the expectation and ideals from parent 

to a child, which in turn is more likely to influence their choice of behaviours, either 

antisocial or prosocial. The presence of the parents, both physically and 

psychologically, helps prevent the likelihood that children are exposed to 

‘criminogenic influence’ as he put it: ‘the closer the child’s relations with his parents, 

the more he is attached to and identifies with them, the lower his chance of 

delinquency’ (Hirschi, 2002a, p. 95). Hirschi contrasts his claim with that of cultural 

deviance theorists, where it is believed that the lack of attachment with parents does 

not directly produce criminality, but rather may leave children more vulnerable to 

criminal influences. For Hirschi, the weakened bond with parents directly influences 

delinquency since those children do not care about the consequence of their action in 

relation to their parents’ reaction when committing an offence (2002a, p. 98). Hirschi’s 

argument has been supported by evidence from his empirical research, which found 

that there is a degree of likelihood that children who lack attachment or who are 

unattached to their parents will have delinquent friends, and that this is strongly 

associated with their criminality. The central role of parents in the development of a 

child’s conforming conduct has been asserted by Hirschi, as follows: 

‘In ideal control situation, parents are the center of a communication network that 

is staffed by adult authorities, relatives, neighbours, other children and the child 

himself. A traditional explanation of the ineffectiveness of disorganized areas in 

controlling deviant behaviour emphasises their anonymity, the failure […] to 

communicate `relevant information to the parents. […] the decisive links in this 

communication network are those between parent and child’ 

(Hirschi, 2002a, p. 108) 

Hirschi’s work tends to get more support for the empirical evidence than its theoretical 

development (Box, 1981; Downes & Rock, 1998). The empirical evidence was derived 

from the results of a large-scale study conducted with 4,000 young people from mixed 

social and ethnic backgrounds. In Hirschi’s study, the control variables were found to 

be consistently associated with offending behaviour. According to which, the more 

children have a close relationship with their parents, the more likely it is that they form 

strong attachments and the less likely they are to commit an offence.  Similarly school 

attachment, that is the relationship and attitude toward school and teachers, influence 

the likelihood of offending. Consequently, weak social bonds and a low stake in 

conformity can lead to the acceptance of delinquent peers.  
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Hirschi’s findings  have been confirmed through subsequent empirical works, which 

found that weak social bonds with family and school are consistently associated with 

criminal behaviour. For example, Thomas and Hyman (1978) found that delinquent 

peers have significant influence on the likelihood of involvement in criminal 

activities amongst young people in correctional institutions. They later concluded 

that, ‘while control theory does not appear to provide anything like a full explanation, 

its ability to account for a significant proportion of delinquency cannot be ignored’ 

(Thomas & Hyman, 1978, p. 88–89).  

The shortcomings in Hirschi’s control theory are well known and there are many 

criticisms. One of the most notable criticisms relates to the lack of explanation for 

different types of crime. For example, Braithwaite (1989) argues that ‘[control 

theories] give no account of why some uncontrolled individuals become heroin users, 

some become hit men, and others price fixing conspirators’ (p. 13).  Another criticism 

of control theory highlights the absence of reference to ‘the most serious offence in 

our society, namely the crimes of the powerful’ (Box, 1971, p. 153) since there is 

relative lack of analysis of serious offences in Hirschi’s empirical research. 

Furthermore, Hirschi is criticized for his lack of consideration for the underlying 

structural and historical context which caused criminal behaviour (Box, 1981; Elliott 

et al., 1979).  Hirschi, however, acknowledges that his theory has ‘underestimated the 

importance of delinquent friends’ and ‘overestimated the significance of involvement 

in conventional activities’ (Hirschi, 2002a, p. 230). 

However, since the social bond with the family is  an important aspect of any child’s 

upbringing, perhaps especially in the Vietnamese context (as discussed in Chapter 8), 

Hirschi’s thesis on social bond is worth considering in term of explaining youth offending 

in Vietnam. In the empirical analysis (Chapter 6 and 7), some elements of the social bond, 

such as family relationship, parents’ discipline, or child-rearing methods, are taken into 

account in order to examine the  relevance of this theory in a different setting. 
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3.2.2.2. The Theory of Reintegrative Shaming 

Control theories have been embedded in later schools of thought that have sought to 

explain offending from a broader perspective, rather than focus on individual restraint 

or family influence. The theory of reintegrative shaming (Braithwaite, 1989) developed 

from several theories including: some aspects of control theory, as well as labelling, 

strain, and subcultural theories; developing a particular focus around the concept of 

‘shaming’. According to this theory, individuals integrate into society by the associations 

with others based on ‘interdependency’ (or attachment and commitment in Hirschi’s 

terms, 2002b), and the bond to society is more effective when it is grounded in 

‘communitarianism’. Individuals that are highly interdependent are more likely to be 

subject to shaming, which can be either stigmatizing or reintegrative (Braithwaite, 1989, 

p. 101-102). While reintegrative shaming helps offenders restore and reintegrate into 

mainstream society, shaming that involves stigmatization is more likely to push deviance 

toward the subcultural tendency. Therefore, Braithwaite argues that a society that has 

high level of stigmatization is more likely to create a criminal subculture (1989, p. 103). 

For Braithwaite, individuals are more susceptible to shaming when they are bound 

within multiple relationships of interdependency with others, thus societies shame more 

effectively when they are communitarian. A crucial observation from Braithwaite's 

theory is that, in societies or cultures that are built on mutual help and trust create strong 

networks of individual interdependencies, rather than individualistic societies, which 

may be less susceptible  to reintegrative shaming.  

Although the theory of reintegrative shaming cannot provide a full explanation of the 

causes of crime, its ability to specify conditions that foster criminal acts is significant. 

Braithwaite found that crime rates are higher amongst males in comparison to females 

because women are more likely to be tied to the interdependency with others, thus they 

are more concerned about being shamed and less likely to commit an offence.  Braithwaite 

also uses his theory to explain white collars crime, which is often ignore by other theories. 

According to Braithwaite, corporate executives could be susceptible to shaming, thus 

reintegrative shaming could reduce the likelihood of corporate crimes.  
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One of the main outcomes that this theory suggests is to reconsider the solution for 

crime as within the criminal justice system, which assumes ‘the moral education rather 

than the deterrent qualities of punishment that contribute most toward crime control’ 

(Braithwaite, 1989, p. 178). This idea has been influential for the UK criminal justice 

system notably with New Labour, aiming to tackle the roots cause of crime and to 

‘reintegrate the economically and socially excluded into inclusive society’ through the  

use of restorative justice (Hopkins Burke, 2008, p. 170). 

Earlier in Chapter 2, the rapid social changes in Vietnamese society in recent years 

caused by fast economic growth is illustrative of the threat to the social bond within 

communities. The loosened attachment between members of society that can lead to 

the role of social condemnation is reduced; therefore (accordibng to this perspective) 

giving rise to the  development of antisocial and criminal behaviours. For that reason, 

taking into account the theory of reintegrative shaming not only provides a potential 

theoretical framework for explaining youth crime in Vietnam, but may also suggest a 

policy orientation for the development of new interventions. Further exploration and 

discussion of the applicability of this theory is presented in Chapter 8.    

3.2.2.3. General Theory of Crime 

The general theory of crime also bases its roots in the idea of control theory, where it 

explains the difference between individuals in the commission of crime as the result of 

low self-control (Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990). Self-control for Gottfredson and Hirschi 

is the ‘concern for the long-term consequences of one’s acts’ (2000, p. 64), which restrain 

behaviours over the gratification of committing  a criminal offence. The theory 

synthesizes the elements of rational actor and predestined actor models into its 

explanation of crime. According to the ideas of rational actor models, criminal behaviour 

is the rational choice of offenders in relation to the efforts, planning, preparation, and 

skill required in order to gain gratification. Crime offers a quick way to grasp the long-

term gains, often incompatible with the perpetrators’ current situation or abilities, 

without investing much effort. Individuals who have low self-control often choose to be 

‘impulsive, insensitive, physical risk-taking, short-sighted, and nonverbal, and they will 

tend therefore to engage in criminal and analogous acts’ (Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990, 

p. 90). The predestined actor model explains the difference in self-control between 
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individuals. It is argued that low self-control is the result of ‘ineffective parenting’, in 

which parents fail to monitor and appropriately deal with young people’s problem 

behaviours earlier in life. The levels of self-control will remain stable throughout the 

life course and ‘differences between people in the likelihood that they will commit 

criminal acts persist over time’ (1990, p. 107). 

Gottfredson and Hirschi considered the theory as ‘general’, referring to its ability ‘to 

explain all crime, at all times’ (1990, p. 117). The theory is a radical development of 

Hirschi’s earlier control theory which addresses many of the key criticisms presented 

in the previous section. By assuming the stability of crime throughout the life course, 

it provides explanations for almost all types of crime. It thus refutes the influences of 

structural or sociological variables on establishing the social bond between individuals 

and other people and institutions, rather the bond is now said to be a function of 

attributes of that same individual. Those who have self- control are more likely to 

create a healthy relationship with others, whereas those who lack it will tend to ‘avoid 

attachments to or involvement in all social institutions’ (1990, p. 168).  

The association between low self-control and ineffective parenting proposed in the 

theory can be criticised, since although the literature suggests a relationship between 

parenting and delinquency, this link is compromised and complicated when structural 

factors are taken into account. Wilson's study of socially deprived families found that 

parental supervision was an important factor that influences youth offending behaviour, 

nevertheless 'it is the position of the most disadvantaged groups in society, and not the 

individual, which needs improvement in the first place' (Wilson, 1980, p. 320).  Hayden 

and Martin (2011) refer to ‘the permitted circumstances of parenting’ listing the wide 

range of resources (adequate housing, employment compatible with being a parent and 

so on) that are needed to prevent parenting under great stress.  These criticisms highlight 

the problem with relocating the source of control from to the individual and 

underplaying the influence of the structural context in explaining crime.  

The general theory of crime has received a lot of criticisms for the generalization 

of explanation to all types of crime, while ignoring the influence of peer groups or 

gangs on offenders’ behaviours (Hirschi & Gottfredson, 2000). Furthermore, it has 

been critiqued for underestimating the role of socio-economic factors in criminality 
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(Currie, 1985). However, in the current research the concept of low self-control is  

interesting in relation to explaining youth offending in Vietnam, especially as it is 

reflected in young people’s perspectives in explaining their own behaviour 

(Chapter 7). The extent to which low self-control can explain the youth crime 

problem in Vietnam is discussed in Chapter 8. 

3.2.3. Multi-factor theories and youth offending 

Research based on the notion of ‘risk factors’ for the development of offending 

behaviour are connected to life course theories and encompass multiple factors that 

may influence youth offending, as well as protect against it. The paradigm of ‘risk’ has 

been widely used in social science and public policy in the UK and elsewhere in recent 

years, developing from its use in public health and medicine. In everyday language, 

risk is  defined as ‘the possibility that something unpleasant or unwelcome will 

happen’28; thus, the concept of risk has a negative meaning.  Two key approaches to 

the risk paradigm have been considered: the ‘risk society’ (Beck, 1992) and the risk 

factors approach in understanding youth offending (Farrington & Welsh, 2007; 

Farrington, 2000, 2004a). On the one hand, Beck (1992) has a distinct view of society, 

where ‘risk’ is assumed to be a threat produced by the modernization process, causing 

environmental and social problems. The risk factors approach, on the other hand, 

focuses on the individual characteristics and circumstances of young offenders.  These 

‘risk factors’ include: personality and disposition, family circumstances and attitudes, 

schooling and the community where a young person lives (Farrington & Welsh, 2007; 

Farrington, 2000, 2004a). Although distinct and potentially in contrast to each other, 

these two approaches could be seen as complimentary. In this section, the risk factors 

approach is located in broad types of explanation and broader debates about risk. In 

order to achieve this, firstly the discussion starts with a broader explanation of the risk 

factors approach. Secondly, this section addresses the debate about the risk factors 

approach in explaining youth offending in recent years. 

                                                 
28 Definition in Oxford English Dictionary online: http://oxforddictionaries.com/definition/risk  

http://oxforddictionaries.com/definition/risk
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3.2.3.1. The rise in risk-based explanation  

This subsection considers the changes in penal policy in England in recent decades, 

which witnessed the considerable shift from welfarism to a more punitive approach 

placing risk management at the centre of concern (Pycroft & Clift, 2012, p. 69).  

In the late 19th and early 20th Century, the development of Capitalism in England 

caused social changes and a focus on the criminal behaviours of the industrial 

working class (as opposed to the crimes of the powerful). This focus quickly became 

the concern of the state. The result was penal welfarism, with rehabilitation and 

proportionate punishment central to the policy, applied to offenders who were 

characterised as ‘free, equal and rational individuals’ (Gough, 2012, p. 68). The central 

idea of rehabilitation was that offenders could change their self-perception to become 

law-abiding citizens through professional ‘treatment’. However, this application of 

rehabilitation  through the welfare system received much criticism. This, in turn, 

questioned the effectiveness of penal policy. Furthermore, the economic crisis during 

the 1970s created much uncertainty and anxiety in society (see more in subsequent 

subsection named The Risk Society). The fear of crime among the public became a 

significant political and social issue. There was widespread public perception that 

crime was getting worse and the criminal justice system was failing to address the 

problem. These concerns with risk were driven by the media and subsequently put 

pressure on politicians to tackle the problems. As Clift (2012) argues:  

the fact that risk has become the key factor in sentencing and managing offenders 

means that it is more important than ever for it to be measured as accurately as 

possible […] (p. 26). 

The emergence of the risk paradigm in England is assumed to have reached its peak in 

academia after the publication of ‘The new penology’ (Feeley & Simon, 1992, p. 452). 

This proposed that ‘the task for New Penology is managerial not transformative’ 

(Gough, 2012, p. 73). This idea of penal policy has changed the emphasis from 

welfarism to a more punitive approach that increasingly widens the reach of the 

criminal justice system by the identification of ‘at-risk’ groups. These include young, 

minority ethnic people, the unemployed and drugs users. The risk based thinking is 

argued to be a ‘technical rather than ethical or moral concern’, which produces the 

‘statistical likelihood of future criminality not to the individual offenders, but rather to 

a group with a similar statistical profile’(Gough, 2012, p. 72). By the application of 
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risk measurement for offenders, or those who are believed to be likely to be ‘at-risk of 

offending’, the penal system provides a politically acceptable but ‘controlling’ and 

punitive strategy. This seeks to satisfy the public.  

The risk-based approach to offending behaviours is assumed to be based on the rational 

actor model, which individualises the responsibility for crime. The use of risk 

assessment tools in the criminal justice system, however, is argued to increase the 

‘difficulties when predicting a person’s behaviour or life course with any  certainty’ 

(Beck, 1998, p. 12). This view thus questions the effectiveness and the reliability of 

such tools. Further exploration of the methodological criticisms of the risk factors 

approach is discussed in more detail in Chapter 4. 

3.2.3.2. The Risk Society 

According to Beck (1992), the rapid changes in the modernization and resultant  

globalization has caused environmental pollution and ionizing radiation, as well as 

social problems like unemployment and family breakdown. The information society 

has displace manual labour, enhancing tendencies towards individualism, rather than 

collectivism. These changes make life more uncertain.  According to Beck (1992): 

Risk may be defined as a systematic way of dealing with hazards and insecurities, 

induced and introduced by modernization itself. Risks, as opposed to older danger, 

are consequences which relate to the threatening force of modernization and to 

its globalization of doubt. They are politically reflexive. ( p. 21)   

Beck sees ‘risk as the modern approach to foresee and control the future consequences 

of human action - which were the unintended consequences of radicalized 

modernization’ (Beck, 1992, p. 3). Beck’s view is assumed to have three effects. First, it 

raises the concern about ‘risk’, which was subsequently overwhelmingly presented by 

politicians, the media and academia as a potential threat or harm to the public (Katz, 

1988).  Second,  as a consequence of modernization, individualization has individualized 

the responsibility for social problems and mediated the focus away from political and 

public policy (France, 2008). Third, using risk as a proper explanation of social problems 

will lead to the assumption that risk can be predicted, and therefore is controllable and 

manageable (Case & Haines, 2009; France, 2005). Beck’s work has received much 

criticism. It is claimed to be over rationalistic and individualistic, and tending towards 

generalization without empirically testing the view (Tulloch & Lupton, 2003).   
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3.2.3.3. Risk factors approach   

The rise in youth crime rates, failure to deter, the high cost of custody and the need 

for public protection (Kemshall, 2007) has put criminology academics under 

pressure to identify early factors that predict or increase the likelihood of offending 

among young people in later life (Case & Haines, 2009; Farrington, 2006). The 

increase increase in research based on  ‘risk factors’ has been associated with a range 

of intervention programmes designed to put identified risk under control (Farrington, 

2006; Laub & Sampson, 2003). 

Research based on the risk factors approach aims to identify the mechanisms underlying 

youth offending. It also aims to identify the link between individual characteristics and 

social dysfunction - such as unemployment, family breakdown and poor education - on 

the ‘choice’ of offending for young people (Butterworth & Wikström, 2006; Farrington, 

2006). The risk factor explanation, therefore informs the intervention designed to 

prevent the development of criminal potential. Using empirical methods, risk factors 

research tries to identify characteristics of human behaviours, into factors that lead to 

the assumption that young peoples’ behaviour is more predictable. Furthermore, the use 

of ‘scientific measures’ to explain and predict  youth offending enhances its credibility 

with some audiences. According to Farrington (2000): 

A key advantage of the risk factor prevention paradigm is that it links explanation 

and prevention, fundamental and applied research, and scholars and 

practitioners. Importantly, the paradigm is easy to understand and to 

communicate, and it is readily accepted by policy makers, practitioners, and the 

general public. Both risk factors and interventions are based on empirical 

research rather than theories (p.7).  

This approach arguably became central to Youth Justice Policy and practice in 

England and Wales because of a belief in it’s value and the measurable indicators 

provided. These presented a range of suitable and manageable interventions that can 

‘deal’ with young people who offend (France, 2008; Prior & Paris, 2005). This 

development of ‘actuarial tools’ can be seen as a response to the uncertainties of the 

‘risk society’ and is linked to the rise of new managerialism in the public sector (Case 

& Haines, 2009). The risk assessment tools have been widely used in England and 

Wales to examine the risk level of those under the supervision of the Youth Justice 

System. The purpose of these assessment tools, including Asset and Onset, is to 
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identify risk factors that can predict offending, therefore ‘targeted interventions’ can 

be rationalised. These two tools both aim to inform intervention through identifying 

risk factors among young people. Asset seeks to identify the needs of young people 

and design interventions to prevent re-offending and reconviction.  While the Asset 

is a risk and needs assessment tool that focuses on those who have already offended 

the Onset mainly aims to identify intervention for young people aged 8 to 13 years 

old who are considered ‘at risk’ of offending. This is justified as helping to prevent 

offending onset rather than re-offending (Youth Justice Board, 2014b).  

The risk factors approach does give some credible explanation of youth crime in terms 

of the interaction between individual characteristics and community circumstances.  The 

key criticisms are important and acknowledged in relation to how the current study was 

developed. The risk factors explanation is often seen as oversimplified, ignoring the role 

of social inequality and social exclusion. By individualising the effect of risk factors on 

young peoples and their ‘offending behaviour’, this approach has placed responsibility 

for this behaviour on individuals rather than society.  It follows that the response tends 

to focus on individual change, often in a situation of very adverse wider circumstances 

that would challenge most people (Hayden et al., 2007). Applied risk assessments are 

criticised for the psychological bias of risk measures, which tend towards subjective, 

restricted and under-informed judgements about the influence of  different factors and 

the intervention that follow (Case & Haines, 2009; Hayden et al., 2007). As already 

noted, methodological criticisms are reviewed in Chapter 4. 

Despite these criticisms, the use of the use of the various items from research that is 

within (or influenced by)  the risk factors paradigm to develop a questionnaire can 

offer some advantages in studying crime in a context where no such data exists. By 

using the items developed through the research that has underpinned this approach a 

coherent profile can be developed of the factors associated with criminality in another 

context.  Furthermore the researcher’s knowledge of other factors pertinent to the 

Vietnamese context can be added (such as the influence of gaming). This approach 

does not necessarily prescribe the type of response that has developed from this in the 

UK and elsewhere, largely because of the different conceptions surrounding the 

purpose of the Vietnamese Youth Justice system and the surrounding political and 

socio-economic conditions. The aim of the survey in this study is to provide a 

comprehensive overview of the relative importance of different factors associated with 

the youth crime situation in Vietnam. 
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3.2.4. Social Development Model 

There are similarities in aspects of the social development model and other multi-

factorial explanations, such as the risk factors approach.  The social development 

model is a theory of human behaviour that is used to explain the origins and 

development of offending behaviour during childhood and adolescence. This theory is 

based on the assumption that the beliefs and behaviour patterns of children and young 

people are influenced by ‘agents of socialization’ (such as family, school, peers, wider 

community) that they are bonded to, which  contribute to the development of either 

prosocial or antisocial behaviours (Catalano & Hawkins, 1996). The social 

development model aims to explain the etiology of antisocial behaviour 

by synthesizing the elements of three classical theories including control theories, 

social learning theory, and differential association theory. Elements of control theories 

are used to identify the factors that are linked to offending behaviours; social learning 

theory explores the factors that encourage or deter the development of antisocial 

behaviours; differential association theory identifies the pathway through which young 

people develop either a prosocial or antisocial orientation.  

In order to apply the social development model, this theory first needs to identify the 

risk and protective factors that influence the likelihood of a young person committing 

an offence. While young people who experience more risk  than  protective factors will 

be more likely to develop an antisocial orientation; if protective factors outweigh risks 

they will decrease or mediate the influence of risk, which may in turn lead to the 

establishment of a prosocial orientation. Secondly, the social development model 

considers the socializing process of young people that involves other agents of 

socialization such as the family, schools, peers, and community. The socialization 

process, according to Catalano and Hawkins (1996), involves: the opportunity for 

interaction with prosocial activities; skill development; and, the reinforcement of pro-

social behaviour in  the development of  social bonds between adolescents and the 

agents of socialization. The interaction of these factors happens in four main stages 

during childhood and adolescence, including preschool; elementary (or primary) 

school; middle school and high school (or secondary school). The influence of those 

socializing units (family, school, peers, community) is not stable over time, but 

changes as children grow older.  
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The Social Development Model  acknolweldges that an individual’s position in the 

social structure, determined by socio-economic status, race, gender, and age, has an 

indirect effect on  how young people behave through its impact on external constraints 

and socialization processes. For example, low socio-economic status is hypothesized 

to increase the individual’s opportunities for antisocial involvement because of the 

higher prevalence of visible crime in low-income neighborhoods. One’s position in the 

social structure also impacts on external constraints—the formal and informal rules for 

behaviour. External constraints are constraints that others or institutions put on an 

individual’s behaviour. As such, external constraints include the clarity of rules, laws, 

and norms in various socializing units as well as monitoring of behaviour and the 

degree of consistency and immediacy of the sanctions imposed by these socialization 

units. For example, during early adolescence, family management practices and peer 

norms represent the dominant external constraints. The  Model argues for  the 

importance of  family management processes, such as rules, supervision and  

monitoring in relation to the development of pro-social or anti- social behaviour.   

The application of the social development model can be used with two main purposes: 

to explain the origins and the developmental of antisocial behaviours; and to develop 

intervention programs that focus on creating and developing the social bonds between 

children and agents of socialization. There has been ongoing debate about the 

applicability of the social development model to all children across gender, ethnicity, 

and income group (Fleming et al., 2002), which has begun to be addressed in more 

recent studies (Choi et al., 2005; Fleming et al., 2002).  

In sum, the social development model provides an integrative, developmental, and 

interactive perspective on the nature and causes of offending behaviour. The current 

study draws on this model both to mediate an over-emphasis on a simple focus on  ‘risk 

factors’ in isolation and because of its relevance and integration with the other 

explanations used: social control theory, social bonds and the influence of peer groups, 

as exemplified in subcultural theory. Therefore, it is suggested that the application of the 

social developmental model offers an an element that contribute to the explanatory 

feature of the overall theoretical framework for the study to be carried out. The 

application  of this model in explaining youth crime in Vietnam is discussed further in 

Chapter 8. Furthermore, the extent to which possible intervention programmes that can 

come from this study is also considered later on in section (p. 117).   
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3.3. Edinburgh Study of Youth Transitions and Crime 

The Edinburgh study of youth transitions and crime is a longitudinal study conducted 

by a group of researchers from the University of Edinburgh since 1998. This study, 

unlike previous research that draws on on risk factors, focuses more on the transition 

period between adolescence and adulthood (Smith & McVie, 2003, p. 169-170). It 

aims to go beyond its precedents by combining a wide range of approaches that have 

been taken by earlier risk factors research into one comprehensive study. The 

approaches included are compatible with the developmental risk factors research, the 

social development model, pathway approach, and ecological risk factors research. 

Because of its diversity and integrated approach, the study employs a mixed methods 

design which involves both quantitative (young person questionnaire) and qualitative 

(young person interview) data collection methods. The underlying paradigm of the 

quantitative approach is to examine the likelihood that ecological factors can increase 

offending (Smith et al., 2001, p. 10).  The interviews with young people are conducted 

as a follow up investigation that explore a range of specific issues that are not 

investigated in the questionnaire survey.  

The Edinburgh study has found significant associations between keys factors in young 

people’s lives and the development of antisocial behaviours of young people.  These 

are in six domains: family (poor parental supervision), school (attitudes towards 

school), neighbourhood (relative deprivation), peers and lifestyles (involvement in 

gangs groups), and individual (impulsivity). Furthermore,  the study has found 

significant relationships between composite factors (socio-economic) in the 

neighbourhood and the rate of offending but relatively weak evidence of those 

influences at individual level (Smith & McVie, 2003, p. 191). They suggest that further 

investigation through multilevel models (as developed in the current study) might offer 

more powerful explanations for youth offending. 

Although the Edinburgh study offers a comprehensive model of explanation on how a 

range of risk factors operate to increase the likelihood of offending during youth 

transitions between adolescence and adulthood, it is often criticised for 

oversimplifying the complexity of the reality considering its theoretical and 

methodological approach. In terms of the methodological approach, the statistical 

analysis and findings from the questionnaire survey is argued to produce findings that 

are ‘far from certain’, that might be influenced by other issues. Furthermore, the claims 

about causal relationships between risks and outcomes are said to be ‘artefactual’ and 
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‘unable to provide detailed, evidenced and qualitative explanations’ (Case & Haines, 

2009, p. 250). The theoretical underpinning of the study is criticised for being based 

on a diversity of theories, methods, analytical and interpretive instruments, which 

raises the question about the cohesion and consistency of the integrated model.  

However, it should also be said that more recent articles from  researchers involved in 

this study acknowledge the limitations of a focus on ‘risk factors’ and the potential for 

creating unintended damage through both contact with stigmatizing  ‘interventions’ 

and the the creation of selp-fulfilling prophecies in relation to ‘at risk’ children and 

young people  (McAra & McVie, 2010). 

 So,  whilst the shortcomings of the theoretical underpinnings of the  Edinburgh study 

are acknowledged, the methodology has influenced the current research since it fits 

the purpose and context of the current research which aims to produce a detailed profile 

of one major aspect of youth offending in Vietnam (all young people resident in 

educational institutions undertaking educational programmes).  As already noted, in 

Vietnam there are no such large scale self-report surveys of young offenders and no 

research based on multi-level modelling, as in the current work.  It is argued that this 

is part of the evidence base needed to begin to develop and extend the research base 

on youth crime and youth justice in Vietnam. Other types of research are also needed 

and will no doubt follow the current research. 

3.4. Explaining youth offending in Vietnam: evidence on social profiles 

Considering the relative lack of research about youth crime in Vietnam, especially 

research focusing on explaining youth crime, the contemporary explanations presented 

in previous sections offer a theoretical basis for explaining youth offending in Vietnam 

later in this thesis. Although these explanations have limitations and sometimes, 

methodological bias, they still offer credible perspectives that might be useful in 

making a start in explaining youth offending in the Vietnamese context. To the 

researcher’s best knowledge, extensive research (as in the current national survey) that 

aims to explain youth offending has not been conducted in Vietnam. In this section, 

key research evidence on explanation and youth offending is reviewed. Subsequently, 

the use of multilevel modeling in youth offending research, and key research evidence 

about youth crime in Vietnam are examined.  
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3.4.1. Review of key research evidence on social profiles that explain youth 

offending 

A number of studies have contributed to the evidence about the social profile or 

factors associated with youth offending.  Research in this field has categorized the 

issues, often referred to as ‘risk factors’ or ‘adversities’ into four main domains: 

individual characteristics; family circumstances; schooling; and community 

circumstances. Although the impact of these factors in predicting youth offending still 

remains controversial and sometimes contradictory, it is still worth considering what 

has been done in the field, in relation to the current study. A brief overview of the 

research evidence is presented below. 

3.4.1.1. Individual characteristics 

Individual characteristics have played a very important role in determining people’s 

behaviour. Previous studies have highlighted the differences between males and 

females, between those who are more impulsive, have low self-control or 

psychopathic and ADHD traits in relation to explaining youth offending. Females 

are found to be more affected by outside factors - such as victimisation, peers, school 

attachment and depression - compared to males (Daigle et al., 2007; Wong et al., 

2010). However, females are more resilient and therefore less likely to become 

delinquent (Wong et al., 2010). While the impact of personal characteristics are 

found to be statistically significant, psychopathic and ADHD traits among young 

people appear to be important factors that influence the likelihood of offending 

(Farrington, 2004b; Hayden & Martin, 2011; Lynam et al., 2009). Taking a 

psychological perspective, Farrington (2004a) has presented the ‘criminal potential’ 

paradigm, based on long and short-term risk factors. Although this view has been 

criticised for its oversimplification and psychological bias, it still has been influential 

in the English Youth Justice policy in recent years. 

3.4.1.2. Family circumstances 

The impact of family circumstances on young people is no doubt one of the most 

important aspects that must be considered when studying youth offending. There is a 

wide range of research that has studied aspects of the family as an influence on youth 

offending. Convicted fathers, parental imprisonment (Murray & Farrington, 2005), 

absent fathers, living in a step family, mobility of residency (Harper & McLanahan, 
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2004) and lack of order in the family (Hoeve et al., 2007) are all significant predictors 

for youth offending. However, the impact of these factors on youth offending is reduced 

when other factors are included in the model. These include: family factors such as 

income, childhood factors, e.g. quality of care (Murray & Farrington, 2005) and living 

with grandparents (Harper & McLanahan, 2004). Children in state care are known to 

have a higher rate of offending than those who live with their birth parents, but wider 

research suggest that relative poverty is an important part of the family circumstances of 

children in the care system (Hayden, 2009).  Overall the evidence suggests that, although 

family circumstances are important to some extent, the likelihood of committing an 

offence also depends on other particular  issues and circumstances. 

3.4.1.3. Schooling 

School is a very important aspect in the development of a child’s personality and life 

opportunities. Apart from time spent at home, most of the time children are at school, 

where they operate in a social environment and interact with peers. Failure in 

academic achievement or exclusion from school increase the likelihood of the 

development of criminality in young people (Hayden & Martin, 2011; Hayden et al., 

2007; Kemshall et al., 2006). Those who have low commitment to school are more 

likely to be involved in troublesome behaviour, including offending behaviour. 

Research on the impact of schooling is complex.  Schools as institutions can be both 

part of the problem and part of the solution.  Early Home Office and criminological 

research in Britain argued that high offending rate schools correlate with low 

achievement and high rates of truancy or disruption (Graham, 1988). In the 

Cambridge study of delinquency, Farrington (1993) found that the most troublesome 

boys tended to go to high offending rate schools. However, earlier educational 

research illustrated the positive effects of individual schools (even in adverse socio-

economic circumstances) in protecting children from delinquent behaviour (Rutter, 

1979). Early research on school exclusion demonstrated how it intersects with both 

social disadvantage as well as offending behaviour (Hayden & Martin, 2011). As an 

opportunity for intervention, the Edinburgh Study has also highlighted the 

importance of preventing school exclusion.  This research evidence has highlighted 

the need for the current  study to carry out an examination on the relative importance 

of schooling in relation to other domains and youth offending, in Vietnam. 
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3.4.1.4. Community circumstances 

A range of studies have found that children who grow up in disadvantaged 

neighbourhoods - typically those having poor living conditions, high rates of 

unemployment or youth offending and drug availability - will more likely be 

involved in crime (Hayden et al., 2007; Kemshall et al., 2006). There are many 

differences between Vietnam and Western societies: such as the population 

distribution between urban and rural areas, the standard of living and expectations 

thereof. In contemporary Vietnam, rural-urban migration is a specific issue that 

causes huge changes in both the population composition of big cities and rural areas.  

This particular issue provides a different and very particular issue for consideration 

about ‘community circumstances’ in the current research.   

3.4.1.5. Peer group influence 

There are a number of recent studies exploring the impact of peer group influence on 

youth offending behaviours. Lachman and colleague’s study (2013) found that young 

people who join a group for instrumental purposes exhibit more delinquent behaviour 

than those who do not. Joining a group for reasons associated with filling a void and/or 

belonging has a weaker relationship to delinquency. The findings suggest that certain 

motivations for joining groups could serve as important factors that could be targeted 

by agencies and organizations seeking to prevent youth delinquency and gang related 

behaviour (Lachman et al., 2013). 

Le et al. (2005) in a self-report study in South –East Asia that focused on examining the 

relative predictive value of school, parent and peer contextual variables, found that peer 

delinquency was the strongest predictor of self-reported delinquency. School attachment 

negatively predicted delinquency for Chinese and Vietnamese students, and for males 

and females, but not for Cambodian, Laotian, or Mien. Parent attachment and parent 

discipline were found to be non-significant predictors (Le et al., 2005).  

3.4.2. Multi-level modelling and research on self-reported offending 

Criminological research often tries to explain offending behaviours in relation to 

individual characteristics and contextual factors, but the effect of the wider geography 

(as in area or region of a country) on patterns of offending is not usually considered in 

these multi-factor approaches. Although the relationship between the individual and 
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the context where they live is assumed to make a significant contribution to the 

understanding of offending (Taylor et al., 2010; Wong et al., 2009). The idea of 

investigating the influence of both individual and geographical effects was first 

introduced by Macintyre et al. (1993),  in which she analysed the relationship between 

‘compositional’ (i.e. individual characteristics) and ‘contextual’ (i.e. area, household, 

income and so on) issues in explaining public health outcomes. It is argued that people 

who come from the same area often share similar characteristics that are influenced by 

the context (i.e. population density, income, poverty rate and so on). In order to taken 

into account the effect of context, much research to date has applied the multilevel 

modelling approach to analyse the influence of the context on offending behaviours. 

The justification for applying multilevel modelling in this study is presented in chapter 

4 (section: ‘Logistics multilevel models’.) 

A review of the literature shows that a handful of research projects have been undertaken 

in order to investigate the influence of geographical/contextual characteristics in numerous 

areas of youth offending. They  include public perception of offending behaviours (Taylor 

et al., 2010); child physical abuse (Wong et al., 2009); young people and co-offending 

(Schaefer et al., 2014); drug use (Childs et al., 2011); and violent behaviours amongst 

secondary school students (Yusuf et al., 2011). However, the researcher has not found an 

example of this type of research on offending behaviour in Vietnam. 

3.4.3. Youth offending in Vietnam: the lack of research and explanation 

This subsection summarises the research evidence about youth offending in Vietnam 

in recent years. Overall, contemporary literature in Vietnam that attempts to use 

established criminological theory to explain youth offending behaviours is rare. Table 

3.1 below summarises the research that has recently been undertaken in Vietnam about 

youth offending. As can be seen from  Table 3.1, a number of studies have been 

conducted exploring the problem of youth crime in Vietnam (B. D. Nguyen & Trinh, 

2000; C. D. Pham, 2005). However, only a few aim to explain and explore the problems  

that lead to youth offending. A key focus has been on family factors: family poverty,  

having divorced parents, lack of family guidance (Ho, 2002) and also the influence of 

delinquent peers (H. T. Nguyen, 2004). 
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Table 3.1: Review of research evidence concerning risk factors for youth 

offending in Vietnam 

References name 
Sample size Conclusion 

Ho (2002)   Youth offenders at three 
institutions facilities: Ninh 
Binh, Da Nang and Dong Nai. 

 Sample size: 150. 
 Method: interviewing 

(qualitative). 

Find out the risk for youth offenders: 

 Exclusion from family. 

 Lack of family supervision. 

 Peers. 

H.T.  Nguyen (2004)  Random youth among North 
East area of Vietnam. 

 Sample size: 100. 
 Method: interviewing. 

 The unofficial peers have negative 
effect on the likelihood of committing 
delinquency among youth. 

 Implication: improve the role of school 
and family management. 

C.D. Pham (2005)  Analyzing official reports on 
offending. 

The trends of youth offending in Ho Chi 
Minh City has risen, which suggests 
enhancing the role of the police on 
dealing with the issue. 

B.D. Nguyen and 
T.Q. Trinh (2000) 

Analyzing official reports on 
offending. 

Explore the increasing trends of youth 
offending in Hanoi city and suggest 
implication on enhancing the role of the 
police on dealing with the issue. 

Le et al. (2005) A community-based research 
study with 329 Chinese, 
Cambodian, Laotian or Mien, 
and Vietnamese young people 

Focus on examining the relative 
predictive value of school, parent, and 
peer contextual variables amongst 
Chinese and Southeast Asian youth. It is 
found that peer delinquency was the 
strongest predictor. School attachment 
negatively predicted delinquency for 
Chinese and Vietnamese and for males 
and females. Parent Attachment and 
parent discipline were found to be no 
significant predictors. 

Nevertheless, in a more comprehensive in-depth study that focuses on explaining the 

social problems that relate to youth crime (Ho, 2002) and the impact of these problems 

on young people is not examined. Although considering youth problems is the central 

concern of that research, the size of the research sample, scope and the methodological 

approach is limited (150 young people). These limitations reduce the representativeness 

of the findings, making it inadvisable to generalize to the rest of Vietnam. 

The social background of young offenders has also been investigated, in order to 

explore the recorded causes of youth offending in government reports. According to 

official reports from the Ministry of Public Security, there are over 40,000 ‘wayward 
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children’29, of whom 28,000 have been involved in criminal proceedings. Investigating 

the social background of these offenders, it has been found that: 42.2% have dropped 

out of school early; 5.2% have run away from home or are homeless; and 5% have 

documented conflicts with their parents. Most offences are committed among 16 to 18 

year olds (Ministry of Public Security, 2003-2007). This suggests that social problems, 

such as poverty, unemployment, low levels of education, parental problems and family 

conflict, are associated with youth offending in Vietnam. This is similar to what has 

been demonstrated in research in the UK and elsewhere in the world.  

Taking into account these problems, there have been a range of social programmes to 

support homeless and orphaned children. For those who commit offences that have 

community punishments imposed, the process involves a range of agencies including 

the police, youth unions, local government, and schools. These agencies help provide 

training and rehabilitation for young people in the community. With the priority being 

the welfare of children (see Chapter 2), rehabilitation is used throughout the criminal 

justice system. However, there is a relative lack of research concerning the 

effectiveness of those programmes in preventing youth offending or reoffending. Most 

research that concentrates on youth offending aims to explore the nature and scale of 

youth crime problems, rather than responding to it. 

3.5. Chapter conclusion 

This chapter has reviewed some of the classical and contemporary theories that are used 

to explain youth crime in Vietnam later in this thesis. These theories include: subcultural, 

social control theories, social development, multi-factor theories based on (or related to) 

a risk factors approach, specifically the Edinburgh Study of Youth Transitions and 

Crime. The factors or issues identified by the risk factors approach have been used to 

develop some of the areas of questioning in the national survey conducted in the current 

research.  The Edinburgh study has been influential on the current research: specifically 

some of the items from the Edinburgh questionnaire were used in the data collection in 

Vietnam. As noted throughout, other theories are acknowledged to be important in 

interpreting the findings within the Vietnamese context. 

                                                 
29 Wayward children’: this term is used to refer to children who tend to behave in ways that are not 

socially acceptable, who are not moving in the intended direction. 
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 It is acknowledged (as noted earlier) that the risk factors approach has received much 

criticism for its focus on the individual and its methodological limitations (the latter are 

explored in more detail in Chapter 4). Nevertheless, this approach continues to be 

influential both in the criminal justice system in countries like England and amongst 

some academics. The use of this approach is influenced by political agendas, some 

notable key academics, as well as practical considerations in terms of assessment tools 

used by practitioners. Using the items and factors from the risk factors approach to 

develop many of the areas of questioning in the Vietnamese survey, does present some 

limitations on the use of other related theories to interpret the findings. Although the 

approach is often criticised for being focused only on a set of predetermined factors 

(Case & Haines, 2010); these factors are well established by previous research. It is 

argued in the context of the current study that these factors are useful in terms of starting 

to investigate and explain broad patterns of youth offending across a country like 

Vietnam, especially since no previous research has done this. Furthermore, as there is 

limited explanatory research on youth offending in Vietnam the current study aims to 

inform and further develop this debate. By situating the risk factors approach within 

contemporary explanations about youth crime, this study aims to offer credible 

explanations of the pattern of youth crime, as it relates to the broader socio-economic 

and political  situation in the Vietnamese context. In the next chapter, the framework and 

design for the current research will be discussed and presented. 
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CHAPTER 4: RESEARCH METHODOLOGY   

Summary 

This chapter presents the methodology for undertaking the current study. Firstly, 

the epistemology of the research approach is discussed and justified. 

Subsequently, the research design is outlined and described, including the data 

collection and data analysis methods used in the study. The key methodological 

debates about risk factors research are addressed in order to position the study 

itself within the contemporary literature that is influenced by (or based on) this 

approach. Finally, the ethical issues when undertaking the research in Vietnam 

are also considered. 

4.1. Research methodology  

As outlined earlier in Chapter 1, the current research was conducted in order to address 

two research questions, namely:  

(1) Which factors best predict different types of offending for young people in 

Vietnam?  

(2) On what sorts of issues should youth crime prevention programmes focus in 

the Vietnamese context?    

As highlighted earlier in the thesis, although research based on (or influenced by) the 

risk factor paradigm for youth offending has been widely used and researched 

worldwide, it is still considered a new approach in  theVietnamese academic and 

policy context. The criticisms of this approach have been taken into account in the 

design of the current study. This section discusses the philosophical assumptions that 

influenced the research design and choice of methods used within the study in order 

to address the research questions.  

4.1.1. Epistemology of the study 

In the previous chapter, the theoretical background of the current research was set out 

in the context of the contemporary literature about factors related to youth offending 

in the UK and elsewhere. The data collection in the current study is primarily 

influenced by a positivist paradigm and specifically some of the items in research such 

as the Edinburgh study, but uses a wider range of theoretical perspectives in the 

interpretation of the findings.  This chapter refers to ‘factors’ and issues as a short hand 
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for the variables included within the questionnaire survey in this study. Specifically, 

the study aims to examine the relative importance of different factors (or issues) on 

Vietnamese youth crime. The study is based on the belief that understanding youth 

offending in the Vietnamese context can be enhanced through the collection and 

analysis of data about young offenders on educational programmes within the four 

national institutions in the Vietnamese Criminal Justice System. The aims of the study 

influenced the choice of the research approach employed. In order to address the 

research questions, this study employed a mixed methods design with a primarily 

positivist orientation i.e. the quantitative data is seen as the most important data 

collected within the overall design. The research, however, has also been influenced 

by a pragmatist philosophy, which in this study involved collecting qualitative data 

through interviews with young people and staff in order to add more understanding 

about the youth offending problems under consideration.  

The nature of  much research on youth offending and completed to date in the UK and 

elsewhere is considered to be predominantly positivist  (Squires and Stephen, 2005).  

This is particularly so in relation to ‘risk factors’ research , which is viewed as 

empirically led (Case & Haines, 2009, p.12) with the focus on the collection of 

quantifiable data for subsequent analysis using statistical methods. According to 

positivist philosophy, the application of empirical observation (often through a survey) 

provides a range of characteristics about the research subjects, which can subsequently 

be reduced into a smaller set in order to be analysed by statistical tests. By doing so, 

the cause and effect or outcome relationships are examined (Creswell, 2003, p.7). The 

purpose of applying a quantitative approach in risk factors research is to generalize the 

influence of risk factors on youth offending across the population, and therefore 

provide research evidence-based policies that are widely used in the area of Youth 

Justice in some countries, such as England and Wales. As the current study set out to 

collect data on a national basis from which generalisations could be made, the primary 

data collection was undertaken through a questionnaire survey.   

This research not only aims to examine the influences of various issues and  social 

factors on youth offending in Vietnam, but also intends to gain more understanding 

about youth crime to explain these issues and factors in the Vietnamese context, in 
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order to help identify a focus for suitable prevention programmes that could then be 

applied. This problem-centred approach to research has been mentioned by some 

scholars (Creswell, 2003; Robson, 2011) and is underpinned by pragmatist philosophy. 

Research underpinned by this philosophy aims to find solutions for the problems 

identified, rather than focus on a methodological approach per se. The influence of 

pragmatist philosophy has led to the use of mixed methods designs, as it ‘prioritizes 

using any approach that allows research questions to be answered regardless of its 

supposed philosophical presuppositions’ (Bryman, 2006, p.124). For those reasons, 

the current research also collected qualitative data through interviews with young 

people and staff, in order to gain a better understanding of, and help explain influences 

on, youth crime in Vietnam. The collection of qualitative data allows this research to 

understand how the different factors influence youth offending behaviours, from the 

perspective of young people themselves. In addition, their perspectives are compared 

with staff in the educational  institutions. 

The collection of both quantitative and qualitative data within this study addresses the 

research questions from different perspectives, therefore providing not only the ability 

to confirm or validate findings within a context that has not been researched in this 

way before, but also to provide  a more in-depth understanding of the youth crime 

problem in Vietnam. The use of a mixed methods design reduces the effect of research 

bias associated with using only one individual method, by allowing triangulation of 

findings from different data sources or different subjects within one data source (this 

will be described in detail in the Triangulation strategy section  on p. 59). In the 

following section, the research design will be outlined and described in detail.  

4.2. Research design 

Figure 4.1 below illustrates the research design applied in the current study, including 

the overall research strategy, data collection and data analysis methods. Details of the 

research design are described accordingly. 
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Figure 4.1: Research design of the study 

 

Note:  
T1: Triangulation between methods 
T2: Triangulation between respondents (within method) 
PCA: Principal Components Analysis   
  

4.2.1. Mixed methods design 

The diagram presented in Figure 4.1 illustrates the main elements of the research design 

for this study, namely a mixed methods approach (see justification in the previous 

section), which includes both quantitative and qualitative data collection. These two 

types of data collection were undertaken concurrently in an attempt to confirm and cross-

validate the findings at the analysis and interpretation stages (Chapter 8). Although 

quantitative and qualitative data were collected separately and concurrently, the priority 

was given to quantitative data, as the national picture is the primary concern of the study. 
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The main strength of this strategy is that it covers different aspects of  a  research  issue 

(young peoples’ perceptions about specific  factors that are important to them, as well 

as staff perspectives) and therefore strengthens the claims when interpreting the findings 

(Creswell, 2003, p. 217). 

The aim of the quantitative data collection through the questionnaire survey (see 

rationale for the use of questionnaire in the subsection labelled Questionnaire survey, 

p. 63) was to be able to generalize the impact of specific issues or factors on youth 

offending in the Vietnamese context, by examining the relative importance of these 

issues and factors in relation to the offences they had committed.  A  total of 2,009 

young offenders on educational programmes took part in the survey across the four 

educational institutions in Vietnam.  Those on vocational programmes were not part 

of the survey. The data collected in the self-report questionnaire survey explores 

young offenders’ self-judgement on issues and factors that influenced their offence. 

With the intention of establishing the relative importance of the different issues and 

factors on their offending, two main analysis techniques were applied in this study: 

multilevel modelling (i.e. multilevel logistic regression); and principal component 

analysis. Details of the rationale and methods chosen will be described under the  

Data analysis section (p. 67). 

The second approach of the study is based on the collection of qualitative data, collected 

through interviewing a sample of 98 young offenders and 34 staff in the four educational 

institutions (see rationale for questions asked in the interviews in the subsection labelled 

Interviews with young offenders and staff, p. 66). The interviews were semi-structured, 

and their main purpose was to explore the interviewees’ perceptions/experiences of the 

relative importance of different issues and aspects of their lives in relation to their 

offending in order to compare these perceptions with the survey and with staff interviews 

(see Chapter 8 and 9 for the interviews with young people and staff).   

4.2.2. Triangulation strategy  

A triangulation strategy is frequently part of the rationale in a mixed methods 

design. Triangulation combines two or more different methods or sources in order 

to cross-validate or corroborate findings in one study (Creswell, 2003; Johnson & 

Onwuegbuzie, 2004). By applying a triangulation strategy, the similarities or 

differences generated from different methods might signal whether or not the 
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results are affected by a particular approach or source of data (i.e. whether results 

are an artefact of the method). Through triangulation, the validity of the 

methodological approach is ensured. There are two types of triangulation: 

triangulation between methods30 and triangulation within methods31. The current 

research design applies both approaches in order to cross-validate the results of the 

study.  Firstly, using a qualitative data collection approach alongside the collection 

of quantitative data (that only aims to give quantifiable and generalizable 

information on the overall situation of youth crime in the population surveyed) 

helps to validate the results of quantitative analysis by adding information retrieved 

from the interviews with young offenders and institutional staff. This study 

compares the findings from quantitative data analysis from the survey with the 

qualitative data from the interviews with young people and staff about the influence 

of particular risk factors on offending.    

Secondly, interviews with both young offenders and institution staff aimed to gain an 

understanding about the effects of  different factors on youth offending and to identify 

potential opportunities for prevention from different viewpoints. By comparing the 

views of young people and staff about the same issues, the study sets out to provide a 

more complete understanding of the issues and potential responses in the Vietnamese 

context. Furthermore, the information gained from the interviews generates a rich 

understanding about the associations between different  factors and youth crime, which 

were identified through the modelling process.   

4.3. Data collection 

Table 4.1 presents an overview of the data collected in this study and its purpose. The 

fieldwork was undertaken in Vietnam in November 2012 and covered all four 

educational institutions for young offenders. 2,009 young people were surveyed in 

order to find out the factors that influenced their behaviours. To explore the impact of 

those factors on young people individually in more depth, the researcher interviewed 

98 young offenders and 34 institutional staff over the period of the fieldwork.  

                                                 
30 Triangulation between methods: is the process of comparing information on a phenomenon retrieved 

by two or more different methods of data collection (Jick, 1979).  

31 Triangulation within methods: is the process of comparing information on a phenomenon from two 

or more different sources of data retrieved by the same method of data collection (Jick, 1979). 
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 Table 4.1: Data collected and purpose 

Method Number Purpose 

Questionnaire survey 2,009 Profile factors that influence offending 

Young offender 
interviews 

(20 minutes on  average) 

98 
(around 25 per 

institution) 

  Collect qualitative data to verify the 
questionnaire data 
  Ask what respondents thought 
would help 

Staff interviews 
(20 minutes on average) 

34 
(around 10 per 

institution) 

  Compare perceptions of staff and 
young peoples’. 

  Analysing different factors 

  Ask what respondents thought would 
help 

 

4.3.1. The survey sample: the 4 educational institutions for young offenders in 

Vietnam 

The educational institutions for young offenders in Vietnam were first established 

on June 24th 1996 by the Ministry of Public Security (MPS). There were five 

educational institutions nationally until 2007: Educational Institution No.1 located 

in Hanoi city, which covers32 Hanoi city and the North of Vietnam; Educational 

Institution No.2 in Ninh Binh province, which covers the North Central Coast; 

Educational Institution No.3 in Da Nang city, which covers the Central Coast and 

Western Highlands; Educational Institution No.4 in Dong Nai province, which 

covers all the area in the South of Vietnam; and, Educational Institution No.5 

(established in 1998) in Long An province, which covers the Southwest area.  Three 

of these institutions are managed by the MPS, while Institution No.1 in Hanoi was 

managed by Hanoi’s Department of Public Security (which closed in 2007). 

Educational Institution No.5 was established in 1998 in Long An province, which 

covers the Southwest area. Since that time, Institution No.4 in Dong Nai has only 

covered the Southeast area. As Institution No.1 was dissolved in 2007, there are now 

only four educational institutions running, which combined have the ability to 

accommodate around 4,000 young offenders at any one time. 

                                                 
32 Young offenders who have been charged will be sent to the educational institution in their home area.  
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In the period from 2002 to June 2012, according to the report by the MPS, 21,836 

young offenders were sent to the educational institutions. Male offenders accounted 

for 97.7% of the total number, with the rest (501 of 21,836 = 2.3%) being female. At 

the time of the current research, there were 2,834 young offenders accommodated in 

all four institutions, of which the number of female offenders was 70 (2.5%). The 

average number of young offenders sent to these institutions every year has been 

stable in recent years, at around 2,000. The peak incarceration rate in these four 

institutions was during the period from 2003 to 2006, at approximately 4,000 young 

people a year. The most common offences are theft (61.51%) and public disorder 

(22.9%). Less common offences include physical assault (4.3%), robbery (4.87%), 

rape (2.13%), and murder (0.26%).  

As noted earlier, the majority (80%) of young offenders sent to these institutions are 

within the age range 15 to 18 years old. Their educational level on arrival is low: the 

illiteracy rate is 14.47%;  many left school at elementary level (40.3%); or at middle 

school (39.17 %).  Only a minority left after high school (6.06%). There is a 

considerable number of young offenders who have personal difficulties in their 

background: they are orphaned (18.22%),  or their parents are divorced (25.4%) or 

unemployed (32.12%), they  are considered to be poor (32.24%), and some were  

homeless (10%) prior to being incarcerated.  

4.3.2. Pilot research 

In order to prepare for the fieldwork in November 2012, the four educational institutions 

were contacted one year prior to access (in 2011), with the permission for accessing the 

institutions originally granted in 2010 by the MPS. Following good research practice 

and to avoid unexpected problems during the fieldwork proper, the research was piloted 

at Institution No.2 in Ninh Binh, which covered all young offenders in the Northern area. 

The reason for choosing this institution was that it is only around 100 kilometres away 

from Hanoi city, where the researcher currently lives. The fieldwork in the three other 

institutions was carried out one week later, after making all necessary changes to the 

research procedures, as well as to the questionnaire. 

The pilot research was carried out following the predefined procedure, which included 

both administering the questionnaire survey and interviewing young people and staff. 

The main reasons for carrying out the pilot research was to: ensure that the questions 
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asked made sense to young people; and, to identify potential practical and ethical 

issues that might arise during the data collection process, which might not be 

anticipated prior to the fieldwork. In term of the interview, the pilot exercise helps the 

researcher to know about the actual context of the fieldwork in order to set up the 

interview in the most meaningful and efficient way.     

4.3.3. The researchers 

The planned schedule for working at each institution was one week. As the amount of 

data to be collected in a short period of time was considerable, a colleague from the 

researcher’s research centre was recruited to help with the data collection. The two-

researcher played the main role in overseeing and administering the data collection 

process. Institutional staff were asked to volunteer their help with some of the practical 

aspects of distributing the questionnaires. Before handling out the questionnaire to 

young people, all institutional staff were given instructions on completing the 

questionnaire. The two main researchers were available to answer the questions of 

young people that arose during the completion of the questionnaires. 

In the interview sessions with young people and staff, only the two main researchers 

were involved. Young people who voluntarily participated in the interview were gather 

in one room, each of those was interviewed on one-on-one basis with the interviewer. 

There were about 25 interviewees in each institution, which were undertaken over a 

four-hour period by the two researchers. Interviews with staff were also undertaken 

within the institution. In both cases, each researcher interviewed young people and 

staff alone, according to the procedure agreed prior to the fieldwork.  

4.3.4. Questionnaire survey 

The questionnaire used in this research was designed and approved at the University 

of Portsmouth prior to the fieldwork. It was translated into Vietnamese in a way that 

young people with a low educational level could understand easily. However, during 

the pilot study in Ninh Binh province, it was noted that there were some problems in 

terminology and questionnaire layout that made it difficult for the young people to 

understand, and consequently  the questionnaire needed to be changed. These changes 

were made after the pilot study and before the fieldwork proper.  
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4.3.4.1. Rationale/background to questions asked 

The questionnaire aimed to explore the factors that relate to young peoples’ 

experiences and their offending behaviours before they entered the educational 

institution. The questions developed were based on a body of research evidence, which 

shows that young peoples’ offending behaviours are influenced by groups of factors 

(often referred to as ‘risk factors’), including individual, family, and school-related 

and community risk factors (see Chapter 3). In addition, in recognition of issues that 

are important in the current Vietnamese context, questions relating to drugs and media 

(as potential additional issues) were included. 

There is a wide range of surveys that has been carried out to explore youth crime 

in England and America, but (as noted in earlier chapters) no such survey has been 

undertaken in Vietnam.  Consequently, the current research was mostly informed 

by published questionnaires from the UK and US.  The questionnaires and youth 

justice assessment instruments used include: The Edinburgh Study of Young People 

(2012), Communities that Care questionnaire (2012), Asset (Youth Justice Board, 

2014), and Hayden’s Secondary School Survey,  that draws on a range of existing 

questionnaires (Hayden & Martin, 2011). Using questions taken from previous 

surveys has some obvious advantages. First, the questions used are already verified 

as making sense to young people, and as measuring the issues or problems that are 

a focus of the current research. Second, by applying the same set of questions in a 

different context, comparison is made possible.    

4.3.4.2. The structure of the questionnaire 

The questionnaire is divided into four sections: family; school and education; 

community and media; and lastly a section on personal circumstances, demographic 

information, and offending behaviour (see Appendix A).  

Section A: Your family 

The questions are adapted from The Edinburgh Study of Youth Transitions and Crime  

survey, Communities that Care questionnaire, and the Asset form. In order to examine 

the impact of family factors on young peoples’ offending behaviour, this section focuses 

on four groups: family and household relationships; family discipline; family 

criminality; and whether the young person is a runaway or is homeless. 
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Section B: Your school and education  

This section examines the impact of school exclusion, school attendance, bullying, and 

school connectedness on young peoples’ offending behaviour. The questions are 

adapted from The Edinburgh Study of Young People survey, Communities that Care 

questionnaire, and Hayden’s Secondary School Survey.  

Section C: Your neighbourhood, drugs and media 

Some of the questions about neighbourhood have been taken from The Edinburgh 

Study of Edinburgh Study of Youth Transitions and Crime  survey. The questions on 

media influences have been designed for this research based on the Vietnamese 

context. Questions about drugs use have been adapted from the Asset form to explore 

whether drugs have significantly influenced young peoples’ offending behaviours. 

Section D: About you 

This section asks young people about their personal circumstances, demographic 

characteristics, and offending behaviours. 

4.3.4.3. The survey in the four institutions 

The research procedure was established prior to the fieldwork commencing, and 

consisted of the two phases of administering a questionnaire survey and conducting 

face-to-face interviews. The nature of the organization of the four institutions was 

considered while planning for the research. Young offenders in all four institutions are 

divided into groups of around 40, based on the nature of their physical attribution (such 

as height and weight), not on the nature of their offence. During the daytime, however, 

young offenders have to attend one of two main activities dependent on their ability, 

namely educational classes or vocational training sessions. Therefore, young offenders 

were regrouped into classes in order to carry out these activities. To optimise the 

survey findings, the researcher decided to survey all the young people attending 

educational classes, which involved the majority of young offenders in the institutions, 

the majority of whom would be able to understand and complete the questionnaire. 
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All teachers present in the class at the time the survey took place were asked whether 

they were willing to volunteer to get involved by giving instructions to the participants. 

This involvement also helped because the young people across classes were at different 

educational levels, even when within the same class, which could have caused 

difficulties in understanding and completing the questionnaire. These teachers were 

trained and given instructions on completing the questionnaire by the researchers, who 

also accompanied the teachers in order to supervise data collection and deal with the 

issues that arose during the process. Each class consisted of around 40 young people, 

and it took about 1 hour to complete the questionnaire. 

4.3.4.4. Data input 

Data collection was completed within the month of November 2012, and input into SPSS 

over the next few weeks. The amount of work for inputting the data was considerable 

(over 2,000 returns comprising 70 questions each). Therefore, the researcher decided to 

hire a group of students (6 people) who had the knowledge and familiarity with computer 

databases, and trained them to code the questionnaire and input the data into an SPSS 

data set. The whole data set was successfully input within three weeks. 

4.3.5. Interviews with young offenders and staff 

The questions asked of interviewees were: 

What do you think is the most important reason for you (young offender) to 

commit crime?   

The interviews took place with two types of participants: the young offenders, and the 

educational staff. The young people were chosen randomly across the institution, 

regardless of their offence, but based on the criteria that the sample should include 

different age groups, and both genders. Each institution was asked to choose 25 young 

people and 98 young people were successfully interviewed. Those who were chosen 

were gathered in one classroom and interviewed individually by two researchers. 

Those young people waiting to be interviewed were provided with books and 

newspapers for reading. Digital audio recordings and written notes were taken during 

interviews. For the result to be anonymous, young people who attended the interview 

were subsequently referred to by a code only. 



74 

 

Across the institutions, young people are looked after by ‘administration staff’ that are 

in charge of a group or groups that have about 40 young offenders each. These 

members of administrative staff are different from the educational staff. The main duty 

of administration staff is to take care of the everyday life of the young people, as well 

as their emotional and personal well-being; their role is similar to social care staff in 

secure children’s homes in the UK. Administration staff members help young people 

develop more disciplined behaviour and give young people guidance about better ways 

of living after their release from the institution, based on their knowledge about the 

young offender’s personality and circumstances. On the other hand, the main duty of 

education staff is similar to that of a teacher in secondary school, namely to develop 

educational knowledge with those who have been away from school for a long time. 

This duty is believed to be more difficult and much more focussed than that of the 

administration staff. Having considered these differences in responsibilities, the 

researcher decided to interview administration staff rather than educational staff 

because of the former’s broader knowledge of the young people as individuals. Those 

who participated in the interviews were chosen based on their experience in the role, 

and newly recruited staff members were excluded from the sample. Potentially around 

10 staff could have been interviewed in each institution, with the total number of 

interviews completed across the four institutions totalling 34. 

4.4. Data analysis  

This section describes the analysis techniques that were used within this study, 

including principal component analysis, logistic multilevel models (quantitative data 

analysis), and content analysis (applied as a form of qualitative data analysis).  

Principal component analysis is a technique to deal with collinear variables within the 

data set and therefore reduce the number of independent variables to a manageable 

size. Logistic multilevel modelling, on the other hand, is at the centre of this study and 

aims to establish the relative importance of different issues or factors (independent 

variables) on youth offending (dependent variable). Additionally, it takes into account 

the fact that the young offenders participating in this study are ‘clustered’ in the nearest 

institution to places from which they originated (see more in Chapter 7, p. 112). 

Analysing qualitative data through content analysis is used in this study to examine 

the key aspects of the perceptions of young people and staff about the influence of 

different factors on offending behaviours. The rationales of these analysis techniques 

are described in the following sections.  
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4.4.1. Principal Component Analysis   

In this study, the questionnaire is designed to cover the main aspects of young 

peoples’ lives before they went into the institutions, including family 

circumstances, school and education, and neighbourhood, drugs and the media. Of 

the 74 questions asked in the questionnaire survey (Appendix A), 63 explanatory 

variables were produced and grouped into five domains namely: individual 

demographic characteristics; family, school-related, and community; drugs as a 

risk factor and the influence of the media as an issue (see Chapter 5). As argued by 

some scholars, when using the survey method in social science research, the 

research objects are not often measured directly but through a set of questions 

measuring the variable of interest from different aspects (Field, 2005; Tabachnick 

& Fidell, 2007). Thus it is assumed that some of these 63 variables are measuring 

the same construct (such as school connectedness or bullying), especially within 

one domain (i.e. family, school and community).  

Additionally, the inclusion of all 63 variables within the analysis might pose the problem 

of multicollinearity, which happens when the independent variables are highly 

correlated. Having collinear relationships amongst independent variables increases the 

standard error of the beta coefficient, which affects the statistical significance of the 

outcomes. Furthermore, high levels of collinearity increase the likelihood that a good 

predictor will be found non-significant and rejected from the model (Type II error33) 

(Field, 2005, p.174). In order to deal with this issue, it is essential for this study to apply  

Principal Component Analysis34 (PCA) to combine variables that are collinear and to 

reduce the number of observed variables into a smaller set of components that will 

account for most of the variance in the observed variables (Field, 2005, p.620).  

 

                                                 
33 Type II errors occurs when we believe that there is no effect in the population when, in reality, there 

is.  

34 Principal Component Analysis is a variable reduction procedure. It is useful when a large number of 

variables are presented in a data set, and it is believed that some of the variables are correlated with one 

another, possibly because they are measuring the same construct (Field, 2005, p.174). 
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The PCA analyses were undertaken using PASW Statistic 18 (a later version of the 

Statistical Package for Social Science, hereafter referred to as SPSS). The procedure 

of the PCA in this study consists of three main steps: assessing the suitability of the 

PCA within the data set; factor extraction using principal component analysis to 

determine the smallest number of components that best represents the interrelationship 

between variables; and, a reliability test for internal consistency (Figure 4.2). The 

results of the PCA are reported in detail in Chapter 6. 

Figure 4.2: The Principal Component Analysis (PCA) procedure 

 

The suitability of the PCA within the data set is assessed by considering two main 

issues: the sample size and the strength of the relationship between the variables. Since 

the sample size of the current study is 2,009, which is relatively large compared to the 

standard sample size of 300 (Tabachnick & Fidell, 2007, p. 613), it is possible to apply 

the PCA within the study. The strength of the correlations between variables is 

evaluated by considering two statistical measures: the Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of 

sampling adequacy (KMO) value, and the Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity. The KMO 

value is the ratio of the squared correlation between variables to the squared partial 

correlation35 between variables, which indicates the pattern of correlations (varies 

between 0 and 1). The Bartlett’s test of Sphericity examines whether the variance-

covariance matrix reaches non-significance. These measures are produced within 

principle component analysis in SPSS.  The PCA is considered suitable to be carried 

out within the data set when a KMO value of or above 0.6 is achieved, and the 

Bartlett’s value is significant (i.e. p value <0.05).  

                                                 
35 Partial correlation: a measure of the relationship between two variables while controlling the effect 

one or more additional variables have on both (Field, 2005, p. 740). 

Suitability

•Kaiser-Meyer-Olkin measure of sampling adequacy (KMO) >= 0.6

•Bartlett’s Test of Sphericity: significant (p<0.05)

Factor
extraction

•Factor loading (eigenvalues >= 0.5)

•Communality > 0.3

Reliability 
test

•Cronbach's alpha > 0.7; or >0.2 and <0.4
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In order to decide the number of components retained in the analysis, two main criteria 

are considered: the factor loading on each component after rotation36, and the 

communalities of  loading variables. The factor loading is assessed by considering the 

eigenvalues of a variable in the linear model with the latent variable (i.e. component). 

For the solution to be credible, it is expected that three or more variables will have 

relatively high loadings (an absolute value of 0.5 was used as a ‘cut-off’) on each 

component (Field, 2005, p. 644). Thus, only variables that have a factor-loading 

coefficient of 0.5 or above are retained in the model. The communality of a loading 

variable is the proportion of common variance (i.e. the variable’s variance shared with 

other variables) that is explained by a component. A communality value that is lower 

than 0.3 indicates that the variable does not fit well with other variables in its 

component. In order to improve the scale of measurement for these components, 

variables that have low communality will be removed from the model.  

Following the principle component analysis, the reliability of the components within 

the data set was tested by calculating the Cronbach’s alpha coefficient, in order to 

assess their internal consistency. Although the ideal value of Cronbach’s alpha is 0.7 

and above, the Cronbach’s alpha is sensitive to the number of items in the scales. 

Therefore, for those that have low Cronbach value, it is recommended that the inter-

item correlation should fall within the ideal range of 0.2 to 0.4.  

4.4.2. Logistic multilevel models 

The data sample covers young offenders from all 62 provinces and cities in Vietnam 

(except Dien Bien province because no respondent was available at the time of the 

research - see details in Chapters 7, p. 112). Therefore to reflect the fact that the survey  

population (i.e. young offenders) are clustered within such provinces and to take into 

account any province-level group effects, a multilevel (or hierarchical) modelling 

approach was undertaken (Mohan et al., 2011; Taylor et al., 2010). If such clustering 

                                                 
36 Factor rotation is the technique used to discriminate between factors. If factor is considered as an axis 

along which variables can be plotted, the factor rotation will rotate these factors in the way that variables 

are loaded maximally to only one factor. There are two types of rotation, including orthogonal rotation, 

and oblique rotation. The difference between these two types is that the orthogonal rotation does not 

allow correlation between factors, while oblique rotation allows factors to correlate. All the variables 

within each domain are assumed to be correlated; therefore, the oblique rotation will be applied 

throughout the analysing procedure.  
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is not taken into account, then there is the possibility of underestimating standard errors 

and increasing the possibility of committing a Type I error. This type of error occurs 

when it is assumed that there is a statistically significant association in the population 

when, in fact, there is not. The multilevel approach adjusts the standard errors 

accordingly, thus reducing such a risk (Taylor et al., 2010). 

As the primary concern of the research  is to determine the relative importance of 

several issues or  factors, simultaneously, on the likelihood of committing different 

types of youth crime, a multilevel logistic regression approach is undertaken (Field, 

2005, p. 218).  This is because in each of the models the outcome is categorical in 

nature (i.e. whether the type of crime was committed or not). A logistic approach is 

more suitable than Ordinary least squares regression37 because the resultant 

probabilities are constrained to the e 0 to 1 probability range. The logistic approach 

can predict the probabilities of the outcomes based on given values of predictors (i.e. 

independent variables) thus allowing the researcher to assess the relative importance 

of these predictors. The results from such models are usually expressed as logits38 and 

odds ratios39 (OR). Logits can be converted back to probabilities using an antilogit 

according to the following formula:   

𝜋𝑖 = logit−1(
𝑖
) =

𝑒𝑖

1 + 𝑒𝑖
 

Note: 𝜋𝑖  is the probability of an event to occur, while 
𝑖
 is the logits.  

For these reasons, the multilevel modelling techniques applied in this study are run with a 

logistic link rather than a normal, ordinary least squares estimation method. The 

hierarchical data - individual young people nested within the province from which  they 

originated - was fitted within multilevel modelling (Hox, 2010; Snijders & Bosker, 1999). 

The multilevel structures and their associated multilevel models are reviewed in Chapter 

7. In this section, the multilevel model with individual young offenders (level 1) nested 

                                                 
37 Ordinary least squares regression: a generalised linear modelling techniques that may be used to 

model a single response variable which has been recorded on at least an interval scale (Craven & Islam, 

2011, p. 224). 

38 Logits (or log-odds):  the logarithm transformation of the ratio of an expected occurring event to 

another.  

39 Odds ratio:  the ratio of the odds of an event occurring in one group compared to another (Field, 2005, 

p. 739). 
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within province (level 2) is detailed by the equation below where i represents an individual 

in province j, 𝑥𝑖 is a single area based explanatory and  𝑢0𝑗 and 𝑒0𝑖𝑗 are the error or random 

terms at the province and individual level respectively. 

𝑦𝑖𝑗 = 𝛽0 + 𝛽1𝑥𝑖 + 𝑢0𝑗 + 𝑒0𝑖𝑗 

The multilevel models generate the constant, log-odds (i.e. logits) of committing an 

offence for the reference category and its standard error. The constant in the model 

therefore represents the probability of a crime occurring when all explanatory variable 

are set to zero. The logit for any one explanatory variable illustrates the differential 

effect that a unit increase in the explanatory variable will have on the constant. Those 

variables that are scale data (see Chapter 6) are centred on their means. A positive logit 

represents an increase in the likelihood of committing an offence, while a negative 

logit indicates that the chance of committing a specific crime is less likely to occur for 

that particular description of the explanatory variable compared to the reference 

category. For the purpose of interpretation, the logits are also given as odds ratios (OR) 

using the exponential conversion. The 95% confidence interval around the odds ratio 

is also presented in the results. 

The results of multilevel models are interpreted according to three different aspects: 

the odds ratio and the confidence interval (CI) around it; the variance at province level; 

and the proportion of variance of the data that is explained by the models. The odds 

ratio illustrates the likelihood of the outcome variable occurring (i.e. a particular type 

of offending), given the change in the individual risk factor compared to its reference 

or base category. An odds ratio smaller than one (OR<1) represents less likelihood of 

committing an offence, while those greater than one (OR>1) indicate an increased 

likelihood. When the odds ratio equals one (OR=1), this indicates that there is no 

association between the explanatory variable and the outcome. The confidence interval 

is the range of values around the odds ratio that contains 95% of the true value of the 

population (Field, 2005, p. 726). Confidence intervals that straddle 1 are not 

statistically significant and this will be evident in the Wald statistic for that variable. 

The confidence interval that does not contain one (either below or above one) confirms 

the significant difference in probability of different categories within one explanatory 

variable when predicting offending. 
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The purpose of fitting multilevel models in this research is to find out which explanatory 

variable or variables significantly predict offending, and therefore the explanatory 

variables used for this analysis (29 variables, see Chapter 7, p. 111) are inserted into the 

model simultaneously by domain (i.e. demographic characteristics, individual 

circumstances and so on). Only those variables that present significant effects on the 

dependent variable are retained in the final model, otherwise they are removed (stepwise 

backward method). In order to assess the significance of the explanatory variable when 

included in the model, the p-value and the Wald statistic are produced. The p-value 

smaller than 0.05 assumes that there is 95% chance that we can confidently assert that 

the probability of the explanatory variable (i.e. risk factor) to predict offending is 

different to the reference category. The Wald statistic of over 3.84 also represents the 

statistical significance of the difference between the predictability of different categories 

within one explanatory variable (Snijders & Bosker, 1999, p. 86-88).  

An important aspect of multilevel models is the generation of the higher-level 

variance. This is a measure of how the risk of offending differs across the provinces 

(and hence institutions). The variance in null or empty models is usually higher than 

subsequent models. This is because the difference in risk across the provinces can be 

explained by the explanatory variables that are entered into the models as modelling 

progresses. The researcher can assess the changes in this higher-level variation as 

different models are built.  These changes illustrate the effects of different risk factors 

when included in the models, therefore suggesting the importance of these risk factors 

in predicting offending at province level.   

The explained variance in each model illustrates the proportion of the variability in the 

dependent variable that the  independent variables are accounting for, (Snijders & 

Bosker, 1999, p. 225). The explained variance is calculated according to the equation 

below where 𝑅𝑑𝑖𝑐ℎ𝑜
2  denotes the proportion of explained variance, 𝐹

2  is the variance 

of the linear predictor for the dependent variable, 𝑢
2  is the intercept variance, and the 

level 1 residual variance is constrained to 3⁄ : 

𝑅𝑑𝑖𝑐ℎ𝑜
2 =  

𝐹
2

𝐹
2 + 𝑢

2 + 
3⁄

 

Assessing the explained variance allows the researcher to evaluate the strength of a 

predictor (or set of predictors) in predicting the outcome of the dependent variable 

when included in the models. The process of fitting and interpreting multilevel models 

is summarized in the following diagram Figure 4.3. 
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Figure 4.3: The multilevel models report procedure 

 

4.4.3. Qualitative data: content analysis 

The main purpose of collecting qualitative data through interviews was to add more 

understanding to the findings of the quantitative data collected and to triangulate 

findings. The interviews undertaken were relatively short in length (approximately 20 

minutes each) and with young people focussed only on the interviewee’s perceptions 

about the relative importance of different issues or factors for offending behaviours in 

their lives. Staff was asked a similar question about the young offenders they had 

worked with.  They were asked to generalise from their experience. 

Content analysis typically involves analysing data by establishing categories and 

counting the frequencies  with which data falls into those categories (Joffe & Yardley, 

2004). Early proponents (Berelson, 1952) of the method emphasised the techniques as 

primarily quantitative, since then researchers have taken a broader view. Therefore, 

although content analysis is often seen as a quantitative data analysis technique, often 

involving mass media, it can also be applied to other types of data – such as interviews. 

This was particularly appropriate in a study when most of the likely response 

categories to questions in the interviews were known (i.e. individual/family/peer group 

and community issues).  So, although the data collected was qualitative in form the 

type of analysis was primarily quantitative, using illustrative quotes for the different 

categories. That said it should be emphasised that in many ways the 

quantitative/qualitative divide in data collection and analysis can be seen as false.  For 

example, Miles and Huberman (1994, p. 9) argue that:  

Step 1

•Explanatory variables selection process: fitting multilevel models until only significant 
predictors present in the model 

•p<0.05, Wald>3.8

Step 2
•Interpreting odds ratio and confidence interval

Step 3
•Interpreting province level variation

Step 4
•Interpreting the proportion of explained variance
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In some senses, all data are qualitative; they refer to essences of people, objects, 

and situations….We have ‘raw’ experience, which is then converted into words 

(‘His face is flushed’….’He is angry’) or into numbers (‘Six voted yes, four 

no’….’The thermometer reads 74 degrees’).  

In the current study, all 98 interviews with young people and the 34 interviews with staff 

were coded individually into categories, which were later tabulated and interpreted (see 

Chapter 8 and 9). The analysis of the interviews identifies common themes among young 

people and staff, including peer group influences, family problems, individual problems, 

gaming influences, alcohol, vagrancy and homelessness, and unemployment. Two areas 

identified by staff that young people did not mention are community-related and school-

related issues or ‘risk factors’. 

So far, this chapter has justified the overall methodology and specific methods used to 

collect and analyse data in the current study. The next section discusses how the 

methodological approach and methods employed seeks to address the criticisms in the 

literature of risk factors research in fulfilling the aims of the current research.  

4.5. Responding to criticisms of ‘risk factors’ research: positioning the current 

study  

As already noted, risk factors research has attracted both theoretical and 

methodological criticism. In recognition of this, this section uses one of the key critics 

of risk factors (Case & Haines, 2007) as a reference point. In favour of using some of 

the knowledge that underpins the risk factors approach, the current research aims to 

contribute to the understanding of the youth crime situation in Vietnam, through 

profiling their characteristics and circumstances prior to entering the four national 

educational institutions. As one of the first researchers applying this approach in the 

Vietnamese context, the recognition of criticism about the subject in this research is 

very important  in order to position itself in the contemporary literature. This section 

is going to address the current methodological and theoretical debates about risk 

factors research and respond to criticisms of this approach in the context of  its 

relevance to the current study. Criticisms can be grouped into two main themes: 

methodological debates; and theoretical criticisms about the understanding of cause 

and effect in relation to offending behaviours. Table 4.2 summarises key contemporary 

criticisms about risk factors research and the response from the present study.  
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Table 4.2: Criticisms of risk factors research and responses in the current study 

 Key criticisms Response in this study 
M

e
th

o
d

o
lo

gi
ca

l c
ri

ti
ci

sm
s 

 Cross-sectional, ‘snapshot’ survey 
designs (Case & Haines, 2007). 

 Variables statistically linked to 
offending should be viewed as 
indicator rather than as predictive 
of youth offending (Farrington & 
Coid, 2003; Lahey et. al., 2003). 

 Prescribed and subjective risk 
factors are portrayed by 
proponents as objective, scientific 
and ‘value-free’ measure (Hansen 
& Plewis, 2004). 

 By collecting quantitative data via a 
national survey, the research is able to 
profile the risk factors for youth 
offending for young people in 
educational institutions in Vietnam.    

 Further investigated through interviews 
with young people and staff.   

 Study is looking for indicators not 
‘predictors’ 

 Triangulation strategy was applied in 
order to compare and/or validate 
findings gained from different methods.   

 Multicollinearity produces an 
unstable and unreliable solution 
(Field, 2005).  

 Application of PCA (principal 
component analysis) reduces the issue 
of multicollinearity.  

 Less attention has been paid to 
the combined, cumulative impact 
of variables operating on different 
forms of offending for subgroup 
of the youth population (Case & 
Haines, 2007). 

 Three most common types of offence 
were examined, namely: theft, public 
crime (i.e. physical assault and public 
disorder), and serious crime (i.e. 
robbery, rape, and murder).  

 The effects were examined across 
province level, where group effects 
were considered. This helps to reduce 
the issue of clustering bias.   

 The relative paucity of qualitative 
investigation into young peoples’ 
differing perceptions of adults-
prescribed risks (Case, 2006a).   

 This criticism was addressed by 
interviews with young people and staff.   

Th
e

o
re

ti
ca

l c
ri

ti
ci

sm
s 

 Individualization of social 
problems (Beck, 1992).  

 Simplifying the complexity of 
offending (Case, 2006, Hill & 
Wright, 2003; Pitts, 2003).  

 Difficult to disentangle cause and 
effects of offending behaviours 
(Muncie, 2009). 

 

 It draws a comprehensive picture about 
risk for youth offending from different 
perspective (i.e. young people self-
reported risk, young peoples’ view, 
staff’s view).  

 The sample size of the present research 
covered almost all the population of 
young offending in the current Criminal 
Justice System (i.e. four educational 
institutions for young offenders), 
therefore the relationship between 
identified risk factors and youth 
offending is believed to be 
representative for youth crime situation 
in Vietnam.  

 The profile of risk, although is argued to 
be individualize, help inform the focus 
in specific areas of youth crime 
prevention in the context of Vietnam, 
especially for one of the very first study 
to explore the issue. 
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4.5.1. Methodological criticisms and responses 

Much of the criticism about risk factors research are epistemological and relate to 

the particular methodologies most associated with the approach. The primary 

approach of risk factors research is quantitative data collection, mainly gathering 

data from questionnaire surveys in order to measure the predefined risk factors - that, 

in this study, were well informed by the literature. By applying logistic regression, 

the relationship between risk factors and the likelihood of committing a crime was 

examined to identify the association between risk factors and offending. This 

approach can be considered to be an  ‘objective, scientific and ‘value-free’ measure’  

(Hansen & Plewis, 2004). Scholars opposed to risk factors research are highly critical 

of this methodological approach. There are four main criticisms: the ‘cross-sectional, 

snapshot’ aspect of questionnaire surveys; the lack of investigation into the 

association between risk factors and different types of offending; the lack of 

qualitative research to explore the differences in young peoples’ perceptions about 

their offending behaviours; and, the problem of multicollinearity in logistic 

regression analysis when exploring risk factors.   

Case & Haines (2009, p.154) criticize ‘cross-sectional, “snapshot” survey designs’, 

which focus at only ‘one point in time’ when trying to portray ‘descriptive profiling’ of 

young offenders, thereby neglecting the dynamic associations between risk factors and 

offending behaviour. The statistical tools used for identifying risk factors are argued to 

produce indicators rather than predictors for youth offending, since ‘statistically 

identified variables only increase or decrease the chances of the presence of reported 

offending’ (Farrington & Coid, 2003; Lahey et. al., 2003). Other criticisms include the 

way that risk factors are identified and measured, viewed as being a ‘limited set of a self-

fulfilling exercise’, and as ‘prescribed and subjective’ (Hansen & Plewis, 2004).  

Risk factor research is said to mainly focus on offending in general rather than on 

different forms of offending (Case & Haines, 2007; Lynam et al., 2000). Furthermore, 

critics perceive a lack of effort in the examination of the impact of collective and 

cumulative risks on the commission of youth crime. According to these views, 

negative influences for youth offending are not a stand-alone factor. Instead, the risks 

factors are clustered and interact with each other, and therefore cumulatively affect 

young peoples’ behaviours. Although the application of risk assessment tools could 

produces the association between a set of risk factors and youth crime, it is worth 

examining the interaction between these predictors and different offences. 
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Critics (Case & Haines, 2007; Case, 2006a) also allege that there is lack of qualitative 

data collection focusing on  perception of  risk from the viewpoint of young people. 

They debate the extent to which young people have different perceptions about risk 

for their lives, compared with adult perceptions. The application of quantitative 

measurement with prescribed risk factors limits the exploration of the diversity in 

perceptions amongst groups of young people. This criticism, therefore, ‘questions 

the validity of any targeted responses to risk levels assessed through traditional risk 

factors research’ (Case, 2006a).  

One important critique about the methodological approach of risk factors research is 

the problem of ‘multicollinearity’, where the inclusion ‘of too many variables within 

a logistic regression equation can produce highly correlated predictor variables’ (Field, 

2005). The issue of multicollinearity appears when there are two or more 

variables/predictors within the model that are highly correlated. This issue increases 

the chance that good predictors might be excluded from the model and, therefore, 

poses a threat to the validity and reliability of the regression analysis. According to 

Field (2005), the presence of multicollinearity makes it difficult to assess the 

importance of a variable within the model. This is crucial to the present research since 

its aim is to establish the relative importance of difference risk factors on the 

commission of crime amongst incarcerated young people in Vietnam. 

In order to address the main criticisms of the methodological approach taken by risk 

factors research, a number of decisions about methodology were taken.  

First, the primary approach adopted was quantitative, and collected data by using a 

large-scale questionnaire survey covering almost all young offenders undertaking 

educational programmes within the Criminal Justice System40 at the time of the 

research. The survey explored information about young offenders’ demographic 

characteristics, and their perception about individual circumstances including family, 

school, peers’ relationship, community, and their previous offending behaviours. No 

such data was available in Vietnam and thus this research is the first systematic study 

to bridge this information gap. The information gained from the questionnaire used in 

                                                 
40 2,009 young offenders accommodated in the four educational institutions were surveyed; this sample 

excluded those who were in vocational training at the time of the research.  
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this study captured the life experiences of young people up to 6 months prior to be sent 

to the institutions, and thus can be considered as a ‘snapshot’ profiling of individual 

offenders at the time of the research. However, the research has not only drawn a 

descriptive overview about the relative importance of risk factors for youth offending 

as such, it also added more layers to the understanding of Vietnamese youth crime by 

exploring young people’ and staff’ views about the risk for youth offending.    

On the other hand, the main aim of this research (see Chapter 1) is to explore the 

influences of different factors on those who have already offended, through 

quantitative data analysis, in order to gain an understanding about aspects of the 

current situation of youth offending nationwide, rather than predict criminality for 

those in similar situations but situated outside the Criminal Justice System. By doing 

so, this study also intends to inform the policymakers about specific areas that need to 

be focused on in the future in preventing and reducing youth crime in Vietnam. For 

those reasons, it can be asserted that this research is looking for producing indicators 

rather than predictors for youth offending in the current context.   

Second, in this study a logistic multilevel modelling technique was employed in order 

to establish the relative importance of these risk factors for youth offending in 

Vietnam. The investigation separately examined the relationships between risk and the 

three most common types of offence in Vietnam, namely theft, public crime (i.e. 

physical assault and public disorder), and serious crime (i.e. robbery, rape, and 

murder). By applying the logistic approach, the different influences of risk factors on 

different types of offence were examined, therefore providing more insight into youth 

crime in different situations. Additionally, the application of multilevel modelling 

allows the research to analyse the variation of the risk-offending relationship at 

provincial level. That gives the research findings the ability to evaluate the influences 

of risk factors and offending between different regions or provinces across the country. 

Third, this research also employed interviews of a sample of young offenders (98 

cases) and staff (34 cases). The purpose of the interviews was to explore the 

perceptions of young offenders about the relative importance of different risk factors 

in their lives, and the view of staff on what they thought most influenced young 

peoples’ behaviours. The interviews allowed young people to talk freely about their 

own circumstances without being restricted by a pre-defined set of questions. The 

results of qualitative data analysis showed different patterns in perception about the 
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relative importance of risk factors between young people and staff (see more in 

Chapter 8 and 9), which confirms the variation of perception from different 

viewpoints mentioned earlier in Case & Haines’s criticism (2007). Moreover, as 

indicated earlier, a triangulation strategy was applied in order to compare and/or 

validate findings gained from different methods.  

Finally, having acknowledged the importance of dealing with the issue of 

multicollinearity properly, this research applied the PCA (Principal Component 

Analysis) technique (presented in Chapter 6). This technique aims to identify the 

underlying factors behind groups of variables and, therefore, reduce the number of 

variables to a manageable size. In that way, the analysis produces ‘new variables’ 

(i.e. components) that present for the ‘latent meaning’ of that group of variables. 

In Chapter 6, forty-seven variables were subjected to principal component 

analysis41, which ultimately produced twelve components that were used in the 

multilevel models in Chapter 7.  Therefore, it is possible to say that the issue of 

multicollinearity is fully addressed within this research in order to ensure the 

validity and reliability of the research findings. 

4.5.2. Theoretical criticisms and responses: understanding about cause and effects 

of offending behaviours 

One of the most important criticisms of the risk factors paradigm is the associated 

individualization of ‘risks’. The risk assessment tools employed by the Youth Justice 

Board in England and Wales have been criticised as an ‘imprecise science’ that 

‘eclipsed’ justice and rights (Muncie, 2009). By applying and over-relying on a set of 

risk assessment instruments, the risk factors paradigm has directed the focus of the 

Criminal Justice System onto individual problems such as low education, lack of skills, 

unemployment and so on. These problems are blamed on personal shortcomings, rather 

than being viewed as social problems, and the complexity of social problems including 

social exclusion, child-poverty, urban degeneration and social inequalities, tend to be 

neglected. The key criticism is the psychosocial bias in the risk factors approach to 

understanding youth offending (Case, 2006a; Hill & Wright, 2003; Pitts, 2003).   

                                                 
41 Only scale data were subjected to Principal Component Analysis. 
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In the present research, the application of a mixed methods approach in the 

investigation of  factors  realted to and associated with youth offending in Vietnam 

has diminished the research bias in several ways. The mixed methods applied 

allowed for triangulation of findings. The main aim of this research is not trying to 

build a predictive model of risk factors, but to gain understanding about young 

peoples’ exposure to risk factors in the Vietnamese context. It attempts to 

conceptualize the situation of youth crime in Vietnam using two main sources of 

data: a questionnaire survey and interviews. The questionnaire survey enabled the 

production of a hierarchical identification of risk factors in the Vietnamese context, 

whereas the qualitative data from interviews added more insight on the 

social/external factors that explain youth offending.  

Next, the sample size of the present research covered almost all the population of 

young offenders in an important part of the current Vietnamese Criminal Justice 

System  for young people (i.e. four educational institutions for young offenders, but 

not included those offenders participating in vocational training), therefore the 

relationship between identified factors and youth offending is believed to be 

representative for a large part of the youth crime situation in Vietnam (those on 

educational programmes). Last but not least, the profile of factors and young 

offenders, although arguably individualized, helps to inform the focus in specific 

areas of youth crime prevention in the Vietnamese context, especially as this is one 

of the first studies to explore the issue. 

To summarise, Table 4.2 above addressed two main groups of criticisms about risk 

factors in contemporary research, which are methodological and theoretical. Beside 

the debates about the individual bias of the risk factors approach, the main area that 

received much of the criticism was methodological in nature. By acknowledging all 

these criticisms, this study aims not only to address the debates some of the around 

risk factors research, but also intends to establish a comprehensive overview of the 

youth crime situation for incarcerated young people in Vietnam.  
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4.6. Access and ethical consideration  

The sample for this research was based on the four educational institutions in 

Vietnam, which e train and rehabilitate young people who have already committed 

offences. All the young people (2,009) undertaking an educational programme were 

given the opportunity to complete a questionnaire in a large group context, which is 

a common methodology in criminology surveys of this sort (see for example The 

Edinburgh Study of Youth Transitions and Crime, 2012). It was emphasised from 

the outset that completion of the questionnaire was voluntary and as they were 

already in an educational setting, there were other activities (such as reading) that 

they could do whilst questionnaires were completed by others. The small number of 

individual interviews was undertaken with volunteers, both young people and staff 

in each institution. There were a number of key issues in relation to the fieldwork 

that are explained further below. 

4.6.1. Role of researcher and access to research sites 

The four educational institutions operate under the management of the MPS. These are 

the only four such institutions in Vietnam. These four institutions are regionally located 

in three main areas of Vietnam - the Northern, Midland and Southern areas. In order to 

be approved to undertake this study with young offenders, the researcher contacted the 

MPS department responsible for administrating these institutions and sought prior 

permission to carrying out the research (see Document dated August 31, 2010, Appendix 

E, p.244). The research is being carried out as a PhD project under the supervision of 

the University of Portsmouth, which adheres to that institution’s research ethics 

procedures.  Thus, the role of the researcher is unlikely to be the subject of any conflict 

of interest with these institutions. 

Although the researcher is a police officer, his main duty is training the police as a 

lecturer in The People’s Police Academy, which has no connection to these institutions.  

On the other hand, staff  in the four educational institutions were recruited in to the police 

from different professional backgrounds (teacher, engineer and so on) in order to provide 

training for young people42. Institutional staff’s duties are like teachers or educators in 

                                                 
42 There was a debate in the National Assembly about whether those institutions should be managed by 

the Ministry of Justice, in which social service officers rather than the police will take charge of training 

duties. However, since those young people are already offenders, it is agreed that the police should be 
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ordinary schools in Vietnam. To that extent, the role and Vietnamese identity of the 

researcher is similar to that of the institutional staff. Prior to the survey, the wider role 

of the researcher (as a researcher undertaking a three-year period of education and 

research training at a British University) while carrying out the survey was explained to 

young people. It was emphasised that their participation was governed by University of 

Portsmouth ethical review (i.e. external ‘rules’ were imposed) which meant that 

participation was voluntarily and the researcher could have no influence over this. 

4.6.2. Data collection and analysis 

The questionnaire was designed in a way that none of the participants could be 

identified in the dataset (see Appendix A, p. 208-215). As inputting such a large dataset 

in a reasonable amount of time required much effort, the researcher hired skilled 

people to help with this task in order to ensure time management of the research as 

well as the quality of the dataset used.    

As this is one of the first studies that seeks to explain the causes of youth offending in 

Vietnam, it not only explores the issues and  factors  that  may lead to youth offending, 

but also aims to ensure the reliability and validity of the result by employing a 

triangulation43  strategy. Interviews were used to gain better understanding of the 

context. For that reason, each interview did not last longer than 20 minutes and primarily 

focused on the awareness of the young people of factors already mentioned in the 

questionnaire; no further individual information was collected through interviews.  

4.6.3. Voluntary participation 

To ensure the voluntary participation in this research the young people within each 

institution were asked whether they were happy to take part in the survey (Clause 

4iii, British Society of Criminology, 2006). If they were not, they were allowed to 

study or read books while others were completing the questionnaire. As the total 

                                                 
responsible for the duty, although in order to carry the job, different professionals are recruited in to the 

police.  

43Triangulation: is a powerful technique that facilitates validation of data through cross verification from 

more than two sources. In particular, it refers to the application and combination of several research 

methodologies in the study of the same phenomenon. As Cohen and Manion (2000, p. 254) defined 

triangulation as an ‘attempt to map out, or explain more fully the richness and complexity of human 

behaviour by studying it from more than one standpoint.’   
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number of participants was large (2,009), individuals cannot be identified easily as 

individuals. Therefore, there should be minimal issues associated with breaches of 

confidentiality. Those involved in the interviews, were provided with and signed 

consent forms (see Appendix I, p. 252-253), acknowledging they understood the 

research procedure and their role in the research.   

4.6.4. Confidentiality and anonymity  

As the main consideration of this research is about the experience of risk factors by 

young people that may have affected their offending behaviour, it was necessary to 

ask information about their past offences. No personal information (such as name, 

place of residence and so on) was included in the dataset, thereby preventing any link 

being made between an individual and their offending history. This study aims to 

generalise the causes of youth crime in Vietnam, therefore no individual crimes or 

victimisation experience will be discussed. All information was numerically coded 

using SPSS and the MLwiN (software packages for fitting a multilevel model). The 

data set was used only for the purpose of this research and l not for any other purposes 

(Clause 4iv, British Society of Criminology, 2006). The welfare issues that could arise 

because of interviewing young people in these institutions were carefully considered 

prior to the field research so that an appropriate and impartial adult could help.  

4.6.5. Access and permission  

As noted above, this research was granted permission to be carried out in four institutions 

(see Appendix G, p. 250). When finished, the result of this research will be sent to the 

MPS, as well as the individual institutions that participated in short report form.  

4.6.6. Understanding and informed consent 

There was a wide age range of young people in these educational institutions (from 12 

to 18 years of age), as well as a range of stages of development, so levels of 

understanding varied across the sample Although these young people had different 

backgrounds and levels of education, they had all been educated in these four 

institutions and therefore, were able to read and the great majority were able to give 

informed consent. If there was any doubt about the ability of a young person to give 

informed consent to take part in the research, they were excluded from the study. 
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4.6.7. Code of ethics guiding the study 

Currently there is no ethical regulation available in Vietnam, therefore the research 

was guided by the Codes of Ethics for UK academic research to ensure the validity 

and reliability of outcomes (Clause 4vi, British Society of Criminology, 2006) and 

ethical conduct in the research throughout. As the research was mainly based in 

Vietnam, ethical issues were addressed by following similar studies that have been 

undertaken in England (Appendix H, p. 251). 

4.7. Chapter conclusion 

This chapter has presented and discussed the methodological approach adopted 

to fulfil the aims and objectives of this research. To address the methodological 

criticisms about the risk factors approach in explaining youth offending, the study 

applied a mixed methods design, using both quantitative and qualitative 

approaches to researching the population. While the application of statistical tests 

(i.e. logistic multilevel models and principal component analysis) on the survey 

data produced a generalised overview of the youth crime situation (as well as the 

relative influence of risk factors on youth offending in Vietnam), the qualitative 

data (i.e. interviews young people and staff) provided more insight to the issues 

related to individual circumstance. As no previous study has been conducted in 

this way in Vietnam, this research was guided by the research ethics of UK 

institutions. By doing so, the research is credible not only in terms of the current 

literature about youth crime in Vietnam, but also in relation to the literature of 

what have been done about the risk factors for youth offending in UK and other 

western countries. The next section presents the research findings gained from 

data analysis techniques discussed and justified in this chapter.  
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CHAPTER 5: QUANTITATIVE DATA: DESCRIPTIVE OVERVIEW 

AND PRINCIPAL COMPONENT ANALYSIS 

Summary 

This chapter explores the descriptive overview about the characteristics of participants 

in this study including demographic characteristics, types of crime committed by young 

offenders, and the experiences of different factors. The association between particuaklr  

factors and gender, institution, and types of crime are examined based on a number of 

cross-tabulations and chi-square analysis. It then deals with the data using Principal 

Component Analysis (PCA) in order to manage the multicollinearity issue and also 

reduce the number of variables within the dataset. 

5.1. Background 

The data sample used in this study was identified in Chapter 4. The original 

sampling frame for this research included all young people accommodated in four 

institutions at the time this survey was undertaken (November 2012) -  a total of 

2,786 young people attending either (1) educational classes, or (2) vocational 

training sessions. However, due to practical reasons44, those who attended 

vocational training were excluded from the survey (n=777). The actual surveyed 

sample includes 2,009 respondents over the four institutions in the educational 

classes. The response rate was 100 percent. The survey aimed to explore the 

characteristics of young people who had committed at least one offence prior to 

entering the institution. In answering the questionnaire, participants also provided 

information about their family circumstances, schooling, peer relationships, 

community situation, and past routine activities related to their offence(s).   

                                                 
44 Young people in these institutions are required to attend either an educational class or apprentice 

session during the day. The criteria for dividing them into groups was based on: age, personality, ability 

and educational level. Most young people have to attend educational classes throughout the course in 

the institution. Only those who are considered well behaved and having an appropriate educational level 

are allowed to attend apprentice sessions. 

Those who attend apprentice sessions often work in a range of practical settings. This made the survey 

impractical, therefore the researcher decided to exclude this group from the sample. 
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5.2. Descriptive overview of the research sample 

5.2.1. Demographic characteristics of young offenders 

Figure 5.1 summarises the demographic characteristics of participants in this survey. 

The features include gender, age, ethnicity, education level, types of living area and 

types of previous school. Overall, there were similar patterns of demographic features 

among the four institutions. As can be seen from Figure 5.1, the sample was 

predominantly male (96.3%). Only 71 female respondents took part in the survey 

(3.7% of the total sample). Although the sample was selected due to practical 

considerations, the female participants in the survey are representative of the sample 

as well as the whole population45. Those sent to these institutions ranged from 12 to 

18 years of age, although some of them were over 18 years old at the time the survey 

was undertaken. The majority (84.6%) of young offenders belonged to the 15-18 year 

old age group, of which 12.9% of were under 14 years old, while 2.5% were over 18. 

In the sample 91% of participants belonged to the Kinh ethnic group, while those who 

belonged to minority groups accounted for only 8.8 %. Over a half of the sample (55%) 

came from rural areas, while 34.1% had an urban identity. Other types of area include 

suburban, remote, mountainous and coastal areas (10.5 %). 

                                                 
45 All female offenders of the population are included in the sample.  



96 

 

Figure 5.1: Demographic characteristics of young people across four institutions  

 

Figure 5.2 illustrates the relative differences in educational level between the four 

institutions. As can be seen from the chart above, the differences in the education level 

across the four institutions46 are substantial. As clearly seen in Figure 5.2, those who 

lived in the more northern region were more highly educated than those in the more 

southern region. Ninh Binh, while having the least percentages of elementary educated 

children (8.3%), was the region that had the greatest proportions of middle school 

attendances (90.7%). Da Nang (73.6%) and Dong Nai (57.9%) ranked second and 

third, respectively, in the proportions of middle school education. Conversely, young 

people accommodated in Long An appeared to have the lowest education level. Over 

three quarters (76.2%) of those living in Long An had not finished elementary school 

before they were sent to the institution. The percentages of juvenile delinquents who 

attended middle school in this region was only 23.3%. This fact suggests the socio-

economic background of different regions is likely to have significant impacts on 

young people and needs to be taken into account. 

                                                 
46 Four educational institutions are regionally divided: Institution No.2 (located in Ninh Binh province) 

received young offenders from Red River Delta and the Northern area, which consists of 27 provinces; 

Institution No.3 (located in Da Nang city) covers the North Central Coast area, consists of 13 provinces; 

Institution No.4 (located in Dong Nai province) covers the Southeast area, consists 11 provinces; and 

Institution No.5 (located in Long An province) covers the Mekong Delta (or Southwest area), consists 

12 provinces. From now on, each institution will be referred to the region they represent for.  
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Figure 5.2: Educational level across four institutions 

 

5.2.2. Types of crime committed by young offenders  

Figure 5.3 compares the proportions of four different groups of offences (theft, public 

crime, serious crime and other types of crime) across the four institutions. As can be 

seen from the chart, among all the offences committed by young people, theft was the 

most common offence with the average percentage of 70.9 %. Public offences 

accounted for about 20 % of the total number, which ranked second. Serious crimes 

and other crimes followed with averages of 6.4% and 2.7%, respectively. Although 

there were similar patterns of offending types at within-institutional level, it is worth 

noting the significant differences between the four institutions when comparing types 

of crime committed. Young offenders in the Northern region were more likely to 

commit property crime (i.e. theft), compared to those in the Southern region. As can 

be seen from Figure 5.3, the percentages of young people who had been charged for 

theft in Ninh Binh and Da Nang were 83.5% and 74.7%, respectively, compared to 

63.0% and 63.2% in Dong Nai and Long An, respectively. On the other hand, the 

Southern juvenile delinquents were more likely to commit public crime (i.e. physical 

assault and public disorder), compared to those living in more northern regions. Long 

An appeared to have the greatest proportion of public offences (30.2%), four times the 

amount in Ninh Binh (7.4%). Dong Nai and Da Nang followed with 25.2% and 19.2% 

respectively. These findings, once again, suggest that differences in socio-economic 

and cultural aspects between regions should be considered further in this study. 
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Figure 5.3: Types of crime divided by institutions  

 

In summary, although there were clear differences in the number of participants across 

the four institutions, all four institutions shared similar profiles in terms of age groups, 

gender, ethnicity and living area. Nevertheless, the variations in education level and 

types of youth offences between regions suggest that social, cultural and economic 

characteristics of different regions should be taken into account. 

5.2.3. Measurement of factors associated with offending across genders 

 illustrates the differences between boys and girls in experiencing different factors 

during their life prior to entering the institutions. Nine different factors were 

considered in this research, namely: whether the individual had used illegal 

drugs/alcohol; played online games47  for more than two hours per day; ever been 

homeless; ever run away; ever skipped school; ever been excluded from school; and 

whether they had experienced problems/difficulties in the family, including 

                                                 
47 Playing online game in Vietnam: it is said that Online Game is a new culture of young people in 

Vietnam, which was first appeared over fifteen years ago. Since the economy is still considered 

developing, it is not easily for individual families to afford a personal computer at home. The explosion 

of worldwide communication through the internet as well as the rise of public internet/game stores in 

Vietnam made it easier for everyone to get access, including young people. There is a fact that a big 

proportion of young people in Vietnam nowadays socialise at game store, or public internet store, where 

they can play as long as they want without any supervision.  

Online game refers to a kind of leisure activity that can be played through the worldwide web.  There 

are different types of online game. Most of them require players to get involve as much as they can into 

the game. This is one of the reasons why young people can easily get addicted to online game. 
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criminality, alcohol misuse, drugs misuse, and household violence. The figures 

presented are the percentages of young people who had already experienced 

difficulties. It was found that most young people had experienced problems in their 

personal life prior to being resident in these institutions. 

According to , amongst all the issues observed, the most common factors were: 

playing online games (74.85%); skipped school (87%); run away from home 

(86.85%); and experiences of household violence (61.2%). The least important 

factors include having experienced drugs misuse in the family (9.6%), and 

experienced criminality in the family (21.85%). About a half of the participants 

claimed to have experienced heavy alcohol misuse in family, been excluded from 

school, and used illegal drugs/alcohol. These figures indicate that, most young 

offenders experienced problems at school. Additionally, the high proportions who 

claimed to play online games at least two hours a day, and have used illegal 

drugs/alcohol, suggest that these factors might be the cause for different types of 

offences, especially theft and public disorders. 

Figure 5.4: Descriptive overview on difficulties/problems perceived across 

gender  

The percentages of experiencing difficulties are similar between male and female in 

most of the factors observed, except when experiencing household violence and 

running away from home. It is worth noticing from the chart (Figure 5.4) that 71.4% 

of female offenders were likely to have experienced household violence, compared to 
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51% of males Furthermore, the percentages of girls who had run away (92.8%) was 

substantially greater than boys (80.9%). This suggests that family problems affect 

young girls significantly more than boys. It is also clear that the proportions of young 

people who run away is quite high, which raises the concern that family problems may 

impact on the likelihood of offending. 

5.2.4. Measurement of different factors across institutions 

Figure 5.5 shows the percentages of difficulties experienced by young people across 

the four institutions. Overall, there were similar patterns of problems experienced 

between institutions. The most important factors witnessed were: playing online games 

(78.2%); skipping school (86.8%); and running away from home (80.9%). 

Experiencing criminality (25%) and drugs misuse in the family (10.7%) were claimed 

to be the least important factors.  Other factors were claimed to be at moderate level. 

These include: use of illegal drugs/alcohol (45.9%); experiencing household violence 

(51%); alcohol misuse in the family (43.6 %); and exclusion from school (37.2 %). 

Across the four institutions, the problems associated with skipping school, running 

away from home and playing online games were considerable. Over three quarters of 

young people in all four institutions had experienced these three major factors (Figure 

5.5). The fact also remains that there might be a correlation between these factors and 

predicting youth offending. The percentage of playing online games was greatest in 

Ninh Binh (82.9%), followed by Dong Nai (79.2%). These two regions include Hanoi 

and Ho Chi Minh City, two of the biggest cities in the country. However, the margins 

between regions were low, suggesting that difference in socio-economic background 

alone cannot explain the issues in different areas. It can be argued that young people 

with severe problems loosen the ‘bond’ with both school and family, regardless of 

where they come from. As illustrated in Figure 5.5, the vast majority of all four 

institutional residents had skipped school (86.8%) and run away (80.9%) in their life 

prior to entering the institutions. 
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Figure 5.5: Descriptive overview on factors perceived across institutions 

 

As can be seen from Figure 5.5 heavy alcohol misuse was most prevalent in the 

Southwest area, in comparison with other regions. Over a half (54.4%) of young 

people living in Long An claimed to have witnessed family members being addicted 

to alcohol, while the average proportion of alcohol misuse in Da Nang, Dong Nai 

and Ninh Binh was about 40%. Interestingly, although they had experienced more 

alcohol misuse than others regions, young people in Long An were found less likely 

to have witnessed household violence than elsewhere. Only 43.3% of Long An’s 

residents experienced family violence, compared to 50% in other regions. Young 

people in Long An, while showing the lowest educational level, had the lowest 

school exclusion rates. According to the chart, only a quarter (26.9%) of the 

Southwest young offenders had been excluded from school, while in Ninh Binh it 

was 44.2%. These differences might be explained by low adherence to school in the 

Southwest, where those who were not likely to go to school were also less likely to 

be excluded from school for inappropriate behaviours.    
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5.2.5. Chi-square test for association between different factors and gender, 

institution, and type of crime 

Previous sections have shown considerable differences between young offenders 

across genders and institutions in perceiving difficulties. However, in order to confirm 

the significant association between genders, institutions and types of crime in 

perceiving different problems/difficulties, it is useful to examine these relationships 

using Chi-square test. The intention of the test is to examine whether or not the 

differences between categories in one variable (i.e. gender, institution and type of 

crime) are significant. The Chi-square test results are summarized in Table 5.1 below. 

Significant associations (p-value< 0.05) are marked with an asterisk. 

According to the table, males and females had significant differences in experiencing 

household violence, and running away from home. There was also a distinction between 

genders in the number of young people living with both of their parents before entering the 

institution. Other gender differences across different factors were found to be statistically 

insignificant. This finding suggests that household violence, running away from home and 

not living with parents have significant detrimental effects on female offenders, compared 

to males. In other words, family problems are more likely to be important factors for young 

females, when it comes to involvement in offending behaviours.
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Table 5.1: Summary of Chi-square test for differences in perceiving problems/difficulties across gender, institutions, and types 

of crime 

 Risk factor Gender Institutions Types of crime 

 Chi square df Sig.  Chi square df Sig.  Chi square df Sig.  

Ever lived in care 3.126 1 0.077 54.986 3 0.000* 4.940 3 0.176 
Lived with parents  7.249 2 0.027* 36.403 6 0.000* 17.396 6 0.008* 
Criminality in family  1.294 1 0.255 16.315 3 0.001* 12.201 3 0.007* 
Alcohol misuse in family  1.548 1 0.213 16.039 3 0.001* 24.629 3 0.000* 
Drug misuse in family  0.367 1 0.544 5.665 3 0.129 8.296 3 0.040* 
Household violence   11.157 1 0.001* 7.392 3 0.060 2.666 3 0.446 
Ever runaway 5.779 1 0.016* 4.980 3 0.173 24.703 3 0.000* 
Ever been homeless  1.099 1 0.294 19.467 3 0.000* 32.147 3 0.000* 
Ever skipped school  0.000 1 0.990 11.138 3 0.011* 4.757 3 0.190 
Ever excluded from school  0.086 1 0.769 19.866 3 0.000* 1.625 3 0.654 
Ever played games online  1.685 1 0.194 12.860 3 0.005* 69.187 3 0.000* 
Ever used illegal drugs  0.005 1 0.942 9.264 3 0.026* 20.383 3 0.000* 

*: p<.05 at individual level  
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All but three factors - namely drugs misuse in family, household violence and running 

away from home (Table 5.1) - presented significant differences between institutions in 

experiencing difficulties/problems. Examining the types of crime-different factors, 

associations found significant effects for all but four factors. This included living in 

care, household violence, skipping school, and exclusion from school. These findings 

confirm the reliability and credibility of the data sample in measuring the magnitude 

of difficulties, which will advance further analysis.  

5.3.  Principal component analysis 

This section presents the results of the Principal Component Analysis (PCA). Its 

purpose in this study is to deal with multicollinearity and reduce the number of 

independent variables in the data set into a manageable size. This identifies the main 

dimensions of the data that can be used in later analysis. In this analysis, the total 

number of variables in the data set was reduced from 63 to 28, from which 12 new 

variables (components) were generated by principal component analysis. The 

reliability tests were run to check the consistency of loading variables within each of 

the new components.  

5.3.1. The data set 

As discussed earlier in Chapter 4, the application of the principal component analysis 

(PCA) in this study is mainly to deal with the multicollinearity problem within the data 

set by combining variables that are collinear. The PCA therefore reduces the number 

of variables into a manageable data set to be used in further analysis (i.e. logistics 

multilevel models, see Chapter 7). In order to develop the data collected by 

questionnaire (see copy of questionnaire in Appendix A, p. 209-216) for statistical 

analysis later on in this study, a total of 63 of the 74 questions asked in the 

questionnaire survey were recoded into explanatory variables and grouped into five 

domains. These domains were: demographic characteristics; individual circumstances; 

family-related factors; school-related factors; and community, drugs, and media 

factors. There are two types of data in this study, including categorical data and scale 

data (i.e. Likert scale). For the purpose of the analysis, those variables within the 

demographic domain and the individual circumstances domain were recoded into 

categorical variables. Other variables including those belonging to family-related 

factors, school-related factors, and the community, drugs and media factors domains, 

are originally scale data, i.e. Likert scale (see Table 5.2).  
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Since the PCA is only concerned with the linear relationship between independent 

variables and the component that they are loading onto (Field, 2005, p. 631), only 

continuous variables (i.e. Likert scale variables) are used in this chapter. There are a 

total of 47 Likert scale variables (item 17 to 63, see Table 5.2) that belong to three 

domains that were subjected to principal component analysis: family-related factors; 

school-related factors; and community, drugs, and media factors. All categorical 

variables (item 1 to 16, Table 5.2) that belong to the demographics and individual 

circumstances domains were excluded from the analysis. Table 5.2 below summarizes 

the question wording as well as the scale of independent variables that are categorised 

into the five different domains. As can be seen from the table, the numbers of responses 

for most of the questions are smaller than the original sample size (2,009), due to 

missing values when young people were answering the questionnaire. 

Table 5.2: Descriptive statistics for the explanatory measurement within the 

data 

  
Item 

Domain 
N 

Mean
/ % 

SD 

1.  1.   Age group D 1968 16.17 1.448 

 2.  Gender (male) D 1922 96.3 % 

 3.  Ethnicity (Kinh) D 1949 91.2 % 

 4.  Education level (Elementary) D 1906 29.0 % 

       

 5.  Ever lived in care (Yes) IC 1976 18.3 % 

 6.  Lived with parents (with parents) IC 1903 60.6 % 

 7.  Criminality in family (Yes) IC 1932 25.5 % 

2.  8.  Alcohol misuse in family (Yes) IC 1958 43.7 % 

3.  9.  Drug misuse in family (Yes) IC 1954 10.7 % 

4.  10.  Household violence (Yes)  IC 1886 51.1 % 

5.  11.  Ever runaway (Yes) IC 1847 81.4 % 

6.  12.  Ever been homeless (Yes) IC 1916 35.3 % 

7.  13.  Ever skipped school (Yes) IC 1932 87.2 % 

8.  14.  Ever excluded from school (Yes) IC 1861 37.5 % 

9.  15.  Ever played game online (Yes) IC 1894 78.2 % 

10.  16.  Ever used illegal drugs/alcohol (Yes) IC 1940 45.9 % 

       

11.  17.  How often are there arguments in your family/last household 
before you came into the institution? 

F 
1984 2.05 1.182 

12.  18.  People in my family/household yell or insult at each other. F 1990 2.74 1.144 

13.  19.  We argue about the same things in my family/household over 
and over. 

F 
1976 2.52 .807 
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Item 

Domain 
N 

Mean
/ % 

SD 

14.  20.  When you disagree about things with other family members, 
how often do you discuss it calmly? 

F 
1684 1.92 .828 

15.  21.  When you disagree about things with other family members, 
how often do you listen to the other persons’ point of view? 

F 
1460 1.80 .927 

16.  22.  When you disagree about things with other family members, 
how often is shouting involved? 

F 
1474 2.59 .854 

17.  23.  When you disagree about things with other family members, 
how often is physical violence involved? 

F 
1317 2.11 .589 

18.  24.  The rules in my family/household are clear. F 1953 3.99 1.126 

19.  25.  When I am not at home, one of my parents/carers knows where 
I am and who I am with. 

F 
1967 3.33 1.341 

20.  26.  If I skip school without my parents’/carers’ permission, I would 
be caught by them. 

F 
1979 4.46 1.127 

21.  27.  My parents/carers notice when I am doing a good job and let 
me know about it. 

F 
1993 1.76 .642 

22.  28.  I share my thoughts and feelings with my parents/carers. F 1993 2.07 .791 

23.  29.  My parents/carers ask me what I think before most family 
decision affecting me are made. 

F 
1988 1.93 1.268 

24.  30.  How often do your parents/carers tell you that they are proud 
of you for something you have done? 

F 
1979 2.23 .674 

25.  31.  If I have a personal problem, I could ask my parents/carers for 
help. 

F 
1971 1.94 1.228 

26.  32.  My parents/carers gave me lots of chances to do fun things with 
them. 

F 
1963 2.35 1.400 

27.  33.  My parents/carers used to ask if I had completed my homework. F 1978 1.95 .764 

       

28.  34.  During this last school year, how often have you seen someone 
being bullied? 

S 
1717 2.09 1.038 

29.  35.  During last school year, how often have you been bullied at 
school? 

S 
1918 1.35 .629 

30.  36.  During last school year, how often did you miss school because 
you felt unsafe, uncomfortable or nervous at school or on your 
way to school? 

S 
1942 1.39 .694 

31.  37.  Have you ever bullied other people? S 1949 1.66 .894 

32.  38.  I felt close to people at my last school.                              S 1774 3.61 1.618 

33.  39.  I felt like I am part of my last school.                                S 1654 2.83 1.710 

34.  40.  I was happy to be at my last school.                                  S 1695 3.60 3.002 

35.  41.  The teachers at my last school treat students fairly.         S 1728 4.09 1.499 

36.  42.  I felt safe in my last school.                                                 S 1710 3.88 1.519 

       

37.  43.  I would rather live in another area than my own neighbourhood. C 1791 2.92 1.404 

38.  44.  My neighbourhood has more crime than most other areas. C 1762 2.99 1.518 

39.  45.  My neighbourhood has a good reputation. C 1847 2.40 1.639 

40.  46.  People selling drugs. C 1813 1.29 1.360 

41.  47.  Adults gambling. C 1797 1.60 1.156 
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Item 

Domain 
N 

Mean
/ % 

SD 

42.  48.  Neighbours fighting on the street. C 1781 1.45 1.661 

43.  49.  Too many game/internet shops in the area. C 1808 1.80 2.338 

44.  50.  Drug needles (syringes) lying around. C 1765 1.65 1.815 

45.  51.   If young people were hanging around the streets in your 
neighbourhood, how likely is it that an adult would try to move 
them on? 

C 
1868 2.08 1.243 

46.  52.  In my neighbourhood people do things together and try to help 
each other.  

C 
1940 1.98 .958 

47.  53.  People in my neighbourhood can be trusted.  C 1867 2.64 .982 

48.  54.  My neighbourhood notice when I am doing a good job and let 
me know about it. 

C 
1858 2.45 1.145 

49.  55.  My neighbourhood create a lot of social activities for young 
people to involve. 

C 
1843 2.36 1.044 

50.  56.  My neighbourhood has plenty of space available for us to play. C 1851 2.44 1.402 

51.  57.  How many adults have you known personally who in the past 
year have used heroin or other drugs? 

C 
1858 1.12 1.566 

52.  58.  How many adults have you known personally who, in the past 
year, have sold or dealt drugs? 

C 
1791 0.65 1.132 

53.  59.  How many adults have you known personally who, in the past 
year, have done other things that could get them in trouble with 
the police? 

C 
1885 2.79 1.595 

54.  60.  A lot of criminal behaviours. C 1871 1.79 .693 

55.  61.  A lot of drug selling. C 1785 1.42 .865 

56.  62.  Fights. C 1840 2.09 .763 

57.  63.  A lot of empty or abandoned buildings. C 1770 1.48 .850 

 D: demographic characteristics 
IC: individual circumstances  
F:  family-related factors domain 
S:  school-related factors domain 
C: community, drugs, and media factors domain 

5.3.2. Principal components analysis results 

As discussed in the previous section, 47 Likert scale variables across three domains 

were subjected to principal components analysis. Table 5.3 summarises the results of 

the PCA followed by four stages of analysis (see rationale and details for analysis 

procedure in Chapter 4, p. 69), each stage will be presented separately in the following 

sections. At each stage, variables that load onto more than one domain or do not load 

on any components, means that variable does not contribute to the latent meaning of 

that component; thus they will be removed from the analysis. In model 1, eight 

variables (item 17, 24, 25, 31, and 32 in family domain; item 45, 51 and 59 in 

community domain - see Table 5.2) were removed from the analysis, while one 
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variable was excluded in model 2 (item 49 in community domain) and model 3 (item 

37 in school domain). The final model (model 4) includes 37 variables that all highly 

load on its components. Throughout the analysis, the number of components that 

variables loading onto were reduced from 15 in model 1, to 13 in model 2, and to 12 

in models 3 and 4 (see Table 5.2). 

5.3.2.1. Testing for the suitability of principal component analysis 

The suitability of the principal components analysis was examined and the results for 

each model are presented in Table 5.3. It is revealed that the KMO values for all four 

models are 0.789, 0.759, 0.758, and 0.757 respectively. This exceeds the recommend 

value of 0.6 (see rationale and details in Chapter 4, p. 70); and the Bartlett’s test of 

Sphericity reached statistical significance, supporting the factorability of the 

correlation matrix. Therefore, it is safe to assert that applying principal component 

analysis in this dataset is suitable. 

Table 5.3: Summary of PCA test results 

 Number 
of items 

Number of 
components 

KMO Bartlett’s test 

Chi-Square df Sig. 

Model 1 47 15 .789 9746.929 1128 .000 
Model 2 39 13 .759 8063.724 780 .000 
Model 3 38 12 .758 7864.097 703 .000 
Model 4 37 12 .757 7486.558 666 .000 

5.3.2.2. Model 1 

Table 5.4 presents the results of the principal components analysis performed over 47 

variables, which revealed the presence of 15 components. Only variables that have 

eigenvalue (factor loading coefficient after rotation) of 0.5 and over were presented in 

the table (see Chapter 4, p. 70). According to Table 5.4, there were 7 variables (item 31, 

32, 24, 45, 51, 59 and 25, see Table 5.2 for question wording) that had the coefficients 

smaller than the standard value and did not load on any of the obtained components. 

Therefore, they were removed from later analysis. One item was found which loaded 

onto more than one domain (item 17- How often are there arguments in your family/last 

household before you came into the institution?). This item was excluded. 
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Amongst all the variables that were retained in the model, the proportion of variances 

(communalities - h2) explained by loading component were all greater than 0.3. This 

indicates that all remaining variables fit well together with other variables within its 

loading components. Therefore, no variables were removed due to low communalities. 

It appeared that all variables retained in the model loaded highly onto principal 

components. Only three variables had eigenvalues smaller than 0.6 (item 27, 29 and 

33), while all the other variables range from 0.6 to 0.9.  

Table 5.4: Rotated Principal component analysis across domains - Model 1 

Domain Item STD h2 CL CD R  Domain Item STD h2 CL CD R 

F 30 .651  .513  1  Y    F 23 .808 .688   5  Y 

F 28 .633  .490  1  Y    F 22 .754 .695   5  Y 

F 27 .550  .422  1  Y    C 43 .751 .576  6   Y 

F 29 .526  .430  1  Y    C 44 .719 .585   6  Y 

F 33 .510  .386  1  Y    C 58 -.877 .759  7   Y 

F 31   .456         C 57 -.798 .737   7  Y 

F 32   .378         C 61 -.509 .635   7  Y 

F 24   .338         C 62 .762 .637  8   Y 

C 46 .774 .657 2   Y    C 60 .631 .617   8  Y 

C 50 .743 .574  2  Y    C 59   .544      

C 47 .709 .555  2  Y    S 36 -.693 .539   9  Y 

C 48 .700 .512  2  Y    S 35 -.655 .536   9  Y 

C 55 .711 .648 3   Y    F 21 .766 .636  10   Y 

C 56 .672 .654  3  Y    F 20 .762 .662   10  Y 

C 52 .652 .611  3  Y    C 63 -.674 .567  11   Y 

C 54 .636 .507  3  Y    F 26 .772 .626  12   Y 

C 53 .625 .562  3  Y    F 25   .622      

C 45   .361         F 19 .795 .658  13   Y 

C 51   .383         F 18 .768 .626   13  Y 

S 40                                  .774 .631  4   Y    C 49 .656 .584  14   Y 

S 38 .690 .508   4  Y    S 37 -.671 .619   15  Y 

S 39 .626 .538   4  Y    S 34 -.610 .550   15  Y 

S 42 .614 .568   4  Y    F 17 -.511 .395   15 S  

S 41 .612 .576   4  Y           

STD : Standard coefficients                 

h2 : Communalities                  

CL : Component loading                

CD : Cross domain loading                

R : Retain in model (Yes)               
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5.3.2.3. Model 2 

Based on the results of model 1, principal components analysis was performed over 

39 variables. Table 5.5 presents the results of principal components analysis performed 

over 39 variables, which revealed the presence of 13 components. According to the 

table, there was one variable (item 49 - Too many game/internet shops in the area) had 

the eigenvalue smaller than the standard value (0.5) and did not load on any of the 

obtained components. They were therefore removed from the model. 

Table 5.5: Rotated Principal component analysis across domains - Model 2 

Domain Item STD h2 CL CD R  Domain Item STD h2 CL CD R 

C 55 .742  .627  1  Y   C 60 .728 .621 6   Y 

C 56 .718  .602  1  Y   C 63 .656 .516  6  Y 

C 54 .646  .497  1  Y   C 62 .639 .593  6  Y 

C 53 .615  .572  1  Y   C 61 .553 .628  6  Y 

C 52  .612  .576  1  Y   C 58 -.862 .759 7   Y 

C 46 .769 .636  2  Y   C 57 -.784 .729  7  Y 

C 50 .737 .565  2  Y   C 43 -.750 .586 8   Y 

C 47 .729 .551  2  Y   C 44 -.701 .570  8  Y 

C 48 .707 .516  2  Y   S 35 .750 .597 9   Y 

S 40                                  .778 .630  3  Y   S 36 .658 .503  9  Y 

S 38                              .696 .511  3  Y   F 20 .744 .646 10   Y 

S 39                                .621 .519  3  Y   F 21 .733 .604  10  Y 

S 41         .613 .563  3  Y   F 26 .751 .614 11   Y 

S 42                                                 .612 .593  3  Y   F 19 -.789 .657 12   Y 

F 30 .660 .511 4   Y   F 18 -.783 .649  12  Y 

F 28 .640 .500  4  Y   S 37 -.755 .662 13  Y 

F 27 .609 .459  4  Y   S 34 -.698 .616 13  Y 

F 29 .550 .412  4  Y   STD : Standard coefficients 

F 33 .535 .414  4  Y   h2 : Communalities  

F 23 .838 .730 5   Y   CL : Component loading 

F 22 .745 .676  5  Y   CD : Cross domain loading 

C 49   .461       R : Retain in model (Yes) 

Amongst all the variables that were retained in the model, the proportion of variances 

(communalities - h2) explained by loading components were all greater than 0.3. This 

indicates that all remaining items fit well together with other items in loading 

component. Therefore, no variables were removed due to low communalities. It 

appeared that all variables retained in the model loaded highly onto principal 

components. There are three variables that have eigenvalues smaller than 0.6 (item 29, 

33 and 61), while all the other items range from 0.6 to 0.9. 
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5.3.2.4. Model 3 

Based on the results of model 2, principal components analysis was performed over 38 

variables – as presented in Table 5.6. The analysis revealed the presence of 12 

components. According to Table 5.6, there was one item (item 37- Have you ever bullied 

other people?) that had the eigenvalue smaller than the standard value (0.5) and did not 

load on any of the obtained components. Therefore, it was removed from the model. 

Amongst all the variables that were retained in the model, the proportion of variances 

(communalities - h2) explained by loading component were all greater than 0.3. This 

indicates that all remaining variables fit well together with other variables within their 

loading components. Therefore, no variables were removed due to low communalities. 

It is appeared that all variables retained in the model loaded highly onto principal 

components. There are five variables that have eigenvalues smaller than 0.6 (item 29, 

33, 39, 52 and 61), while all the other items range from 0.6 to 0.9. 

Table 5.6: Rotated Principal component analysis across domains - Model 3 

Domain Item STD h2 CL CD R  Domain Item STD h2 CL CD R 

C 55 .768  .640  1   Y    F 23 .795 .690 6   Y  

C 56 .722  .609  1   Y    F 22 .707 .623  6  Y  

C 54 .647  .496  1   Y    C 58 -.887 .776 7   Y  

C 53 .610  .574  1   Y    C 57 -.814 .738  7  Y  

C 52  .596  .588  1   Y    C 43 -.771 .608 8   Y  

C 60 .743 .632 2    Y    C 44 -.710 .578  8  Y  

C 62 .696 .562  2   Y    S 35 .639 .521 9   Y  

C 63 .632 .501  2   Y    S 36 .626 .485  9  Y  

C 61 .508 .614  2   Y    S 34 .623 .603  9  Y  

S 40                                  .769 .615 3    Y    S 37   .574      

S 38                              .693 .511  3   Y    F 21 .776 .634 10   Y  

S 41         .639 .541  3   Y    F 20 .696 .601  10  Y  

S 42                                                 .637 .575  3   Y    F 26 .710 .553 11   Y 

S 39                                .599 .495  3   Y    F 18 -.759 .633 12  Y 

C 46 .760 .633 4    Y    F 19 -.742 .612 12  Y 

C 50 .745 .572  4   Y    STD : Standard coefficients 

C 47 .738 .554  4   Y    h2 : Communalities  

C 48 .707 .504  4   Y    CL : Component loading 

F 30 .695 .548 5   Y    CD : Cross domain loading 

F 28 .656 .506  5  Y    R : Retain in model (Yes) 

F 27 .611 .447  5  Y      

F 29 .585 .411  5  Y      

F 33 .531 .367  5  Y     



112 

 

5.3.2.5. Model 4 

Based on the results of model 3, principal components analysis was performed over 

37 variables, as shown in Table 5.7. This table shows the analysis revealed the presence 

of 12 components. According to Table 5.7, none of the remaining variables had the 

eigenvalue smaller than the standard value (0.5) and did not load on any of the obtained 

components; therefore no variable was removed from the model. 

Among all the variables, the proportion of variances (communalities - h2) explained 

by loading component were all greater than 0.3. This indicates that all remaining 

variables fit well together with other variables within their loading component. 

Therefore, no variable was removed due to low communalities. It appeared that all 

variables retained in the model loaded highly onto principal components. 

Table 5.7: Rotated Principal component analysis across domains - Model 4 

Domain Item STD h2 CL CD R  Domain Item STD h2 CL CD R 

C 55 .774 .631  1  Y    F 23 -.821 .717 6   Y 

C 56 .730 .607  1  Y    F 22 -.738 .675  6  Y 

C 54 .647 .492   1  Y    C 58 -.890 .782 7   Y 

C 53 .606 .568   1  Y    C 57 -.827 .747  7  Y 

C 52  .590 .572   1  Y    C 43 .766 .603 8   Y 

C 46 .761 .632 2   Y    C 44 .705 .574  8  Y 

C 50 .744 .571  2  Y    S 35 .767 .622 9   Y 

C 47 .738 .551  2  Y    S 36 .661 .500  9  Y 

C 48 .708 .504  2  Y    S 34 .505 .467  9  Y 

S 40                                  .754 .609 3   Y   F 21 -.804 .667 10   Y 

S 38                              .687 .512  3  Y   F 20 -.758 .663  10  Y 

S 41         .658 .546  3  Y   F 26 .752 .613 11   Y 

S 42                                                 .654 .579  3  Y   F 18 -.779 .648 12  Y 

S 39                                .580 .496  3  Y   F 19 -.772 .642 12  Y 

C 60 -.745 .640 4   Y   STD : Standard coefficients 

C 62 -.696 .551  4  Y   h2 : Communalities  

C 63 -.631 .482  4  Y   CL : Component loading 

C 61 -.507 .597  4  Y   CD : Cross domain loading 

F 30 .686 .549 5   Y   R : Retain in model (Yes) 

F 28 .644 .509  5  Y     

F 27 .614 .456  5  Y     

F 29 .578 .407  5  Y     

F 33 .552 .405  5  Y    

In the final model, the variables loaded onto five components (components 4, 6, 7, 

10, and 12) present negative effects. The loadings on other seven components 

(component 1, 2, 3, 5, 8, 9 and 11) are positive affect items (see Table 5.7). It is worth 

referring back to this information when identifying and labelling the components. 

The question wording of remained variables and its loading components were 

summarized in Table 5.8 below.   
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Table 5.8: The final 37 variables and its loading components  

Domain Item Component 
number 

Loading variables 

C 55 1 My neighbourhood create a lot of social activities for young people to involve. 

C 56 1 My neighbourhood has plenty of space available for us to play. 

C 54 1 My neighbourhood notice when I am doing a good job and let me know about it. 

C 53 1 People in my neighbourhood can be trusted. 

C 52 1 In my neighbourhood people do things  together and try to help each other 

C 46 2 People selling drugs 

C 50 2 Drug needles (syringes) lying around 

C 47 2 Adults gambling 

C 48 2 Neighbours fighting on the street 

S 40 3 I was happy to be at my last school                                  

S 38 3 I felt close to people at my last school                              

S 41 3 The teachers at my last school treat student fairly         

S 42 3 I felt safe in my last school                                                 

S 39 3 I felt like I am part of my last school                                

C 60 4 A lot of criminal behaviours 

C 62 4 Fights 

C 63 4 A lot of empty or abandoned buildings 

C 61 4 A lot of drug selling 

F 30 5 How often do your parents/carers tell you that they are proud of you 
for something you have done? 

F 28 5 I  share my thoughts and feelings with my parents/carers 

F 27 5 My parents/carers notice when I am doing a good job and let me know about it 

F 29 5 My parents/carers ask me what I think before most family decision 
affecting me are made 

F 33 5 My parents/carers used to ask if I had completed my homework 

F 23 6 When you disagree about things with other family members, how often 
is physical violence involved? 

F 22 6 When you disagree about things with other family members, how often 
is shouting involved? 

C 58 7 How many adults have you known personally who in the past year have 
sold or dealt drugs? 

C 57 7 How many adults have you known personally who in the past year have 
used heroin or other drugs? 

C 43 8 I would rather live in another area than my own neighbourhood. 

C 44 8 My neighbourhood has more crime than most other areas. 

S 35 9 During last school year, how often have you been bullied at school? 

S 36 9 During last school year, how often did you miss school because you felt 
unsafe, uncomfortable or nervous at school or on your way to school? 

S 34 9 During this last school year, how often have you seen someone being bullied? 

F 21 10 When you disagree about things with other family members, how often 
do you listen to the other persons’ point of view? 

F 20 10 When you disagree about things with other family members, how often 
do you discuss it calmly? 

F 26 11 If I skip school without my parents’/carers’ permission, I would be 
caught by them? 

F 18 12 People in my family/household yell or insult each other. 

F 19 12 We argue about the same things in my family/household over and over. 
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5.3.3. Component labelling 

After performing the principal components analysis over a total of 47 scale variables in 

four models, the number of variables was reduced to 37. These variables loaded on to 

12 principal components across three domains, namely: family-related factors, school-

related factors and community, drugs and media factors. The 37 remaining variables and 

their loading components are presented in Table 5.8 above. According to the table, there 

are five components belonging to the family-related factors domain; two components 

belonging to the school-related factors domain; and five components represent the 

community, drugs and media factors domain. To identify the latent meaning and 

therefore label the 12 loading components, it is important to take into account the 

wording of questions asked for each variable, as well as the relationship (positive or 

negative) between the variables and its loading components. Table 5.9 summarizes the 

component label, which is described in detail below. 

As can be seen from the table, the family-related factors domain consists of five 

principal components, with three having negative relationship with loading variables 

(component 6, 10, and 12). This indicates a decrease in the components score when 

variables score increase. On the other hand, two other components (component 5 and 

11) have a positive relationship with the loading variables. To properly specify 

components label, it is worth referring to question wording of items loaded on each 

component. Referring back to the variables coding, it appears the score for each item 

has been coded in a way that means the higher the score, the more difficulties young 

people experienced, except those belonging to component 5 and 11. Therefore, those 

having negative relationship with loading items (component 6, 10, and 12) will be 

assigned a label that has opposite meaning. This includes family communication score; 

positive communication score; and family relationship score. The two other 

components (component 5 and 11) that have positive effects were labelled as family 

bond score and family supervision score.  
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Table 5.9: The component labels 

Component 
number 

Domain Component label 

1 C Community bond score 
2 C ASB in neighbourhood score 
3 S School connectedness score 
4 C Community safety score 
5 F Family bond score 

6 F Family communication score 
7 C Criminal acquaintances score 
8 C Negative attitudes toward community score 
9 S Bullying at school score 

10 F Positive family communication score 
11 F Family supervision score 
12 F Family relationship score 

The school-related factors domain contains two components (component 3 and 9). 

Component 3 consists of 5 variables about young peoples’ attitudes towards their last 

school, called school connectedness (Hayden & Martin, 2011); component 9 includes 

three questions about bullying experience at school. Since the relationship between 

loading variables and the principal components are positive, the labels are assigned 

accordingly: school connectedness score and bullying at school score. 

Community, drugs, and media factors domain includes five principal components, two 

of which (component 4 and 7) consist of negative relationship with loading variables. 

According to question wording of variables loaded onto component 1, 2, and 8, the 

components were labelled as community bonds score, antisocial behaviour (ASB) in 

neighbourhood score, and negative attitudes toward community score. The two negative 

components are named community safety score and criminal acquaintances score.  

5.3.4. Reliability test for internal consistency within components   

Since the components scale were generated from various sources of questions, it is 

necessary to assess the internal consistency of the scales. For that purpose, the 

reliability test using Cronbach’s alpha coefficient was conduct for each of the 12 

scales. The results of the analysis were presented in Table 5.10 below. 
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Table 5.10: Reliability test for component scales 

Component name Cronbach’s alpha Number of items 

Community bond  .740 5 
ASB in neighbourhood .732 4 
School connectedness .710 5 
Community safety  .638 4 
Family bond .612 5 
Family communication  .577 2 
Criminal acquaintances .738 2 
Negative attitudes toward community  .431 2 
Bullying at school .432 3 
Positive family communication  .540 2 
Family supervision - 1 
Family relationship  .568 2 

As can be seen from the table, the Cronbach’s alpha coefficients for four out of twelve 

scales are 0.7 and above, which indicates the acceptable reliability48. The other seven 

scales have fallen between the ranges of 0.4 to 0.6. According to George and Mallery’s 

guideline (2003) the reliability of these seven scales is questionable, although the alpha 

statistic is very close to the acceptable level. This issue can be explained due to the 

low number of items in the scales. The reliability for one scale (family supervision 

score) was not calculated since it has only one item in the scale. 

5.4. Chapter conclusion  

This chapter initially presents the descriptive overview of the research sample, which 

included 2,009 young people across the four educational institutions in Vietnam. 

According to the statistics, the most common offences committed by young people 

were theft (70.9%), public crime (20%) and serious crime (6.4%). It was found that 

the distribution of crime varied between regions. Theft was more common  in the 

northern areas (i.e. Ninh Binh), while public crime was most commonly found in 

southern areas (i.e. Long An). The most common factors that influence both male 

and female were the influence of gaming, skipping school, and running away. There 

were significant differences between girls and boys in experiencing family 

problems/difficulties. Girls were more likely than boys to witness household 

violence (71.4% compare to 51%) and to run away (92.8% compare to 80.9%). There 

                                                 
48 The Cronbach’s alpha reliability coefficients > .9 are excellent, >.8 are good, >.7 are acceptable and 

>.6 are questionable (George & Mallery, 2003).  
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were similarities in the key problems (online game addiction, skipping school and 

running away) between regions. However, the differences in experiencing different 

factors between regions were substantial. The Southwest regions had the greatest 

proportions of alcohol misuse in families (54.4%), while Ninh Binh had the highest 

proportion of school exclusion (44.2%).  

In this chapter, the principal component analysis is employed over the sample to deal 

with the multicollinearity issue of the data, as well as to generate the data set into a 

manageable size for further analysis. The analysis grouped sets of variables (questions) 

into components that measured the same construct (as discussed in Chapter 4, p. 69). 

This, in turn, reduced the data set into a manageable number of variables. Principal 

component analysis was run over 47 scale variables, which ultimately generated 12 

new components (variables) that represented most of the data set. These 12 new 

variables, together with 16 other categorical variables (28 variables), are used to 

perform the multilevel models (presented in Chapter 6) in order to examine the relative 

influence of those variables on the dependent variable (i.e. youth offending).       
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CHAPTER 6: QUANTITATIVE DATA ANALYSIS: LOGISTICS 

MULTILEVEL MODELS 

Summary 

This chapter presents the main analysis of this current study. It explores multilevel 

associations between different factors and youth offending in Vietnam. Taking into 

account the predictive power of different factors on dependent variables (i.e. types of 

offences), this chapter assesses the relative importance of those factors on youth 

offending in Vietnam. The multilevel models examined the predictabilities of different 

factors on the likelihood of committing different types of crime. This includes theft49, 

public crime and serious crime among young offenders. 

6.1. Background 

In this chapter, multilevel models using a two-level structure (see Chapter 4) are 

applied, whereby 2,009 young people are nested in 63 provinces50. Those who 

participated in the questionnaire survey identified themselves as originating from one 

of those 63 provinces. However, there was very little clustering of individuals in lower 

level units such as districts or wards. Therefore, in this study, province is considered 

the highest level to be analysed in the models (see Table 6.1). All of the young people 

surveyed are also clustered within four educational institutions: Ninh Binh, Da Nang, 

Dong Nai, and Long An. As the number of institutions is too few to be considered a 

‘level’, these institutions are included in the model as categorical variables, and the 

differences between institutions are examined within the analysis. 

The previous chapter presented the development of explanatory variables to be used 

in this study - 28 variables were produced, 12 of which were generated through 

principal component analysis (see Chapter 6). The summary of all variables used in 

the multilevel models is presented in Table 6.1 below. Those 28 explanatory variables 

are categorised into five domains: demographic characteristics; individual 

circumstances; family-related factors; school-related factors; and community, drugs, 

and media factors. An additional variable was included in the model. This was the 

Name of institution (as outlined above), and was used to identify the institution in 

which the respondent was accommodated. There are two types of variables included 

in the models, categorical (item 1 to 17) and continuous (item 18 to 29). The reference 

category for each of the categorical variables is specified in Table 6.1. The continuous 

variables were centred on their mean. 

                                                 
49 Theft:  an offence where the perpetrator intentionally appropriates property belonging to other people 

without the owner’s notice, according to Criminal Law 1999, Clause 138. 

50 Vietnam is divided into 58 provinces and 5 province-level cities. The provinces are divided into 

districts, provincial cities, and county-level towns. These are subdivided into commune-level towns or 

communes. The province-level cities are divided into rural districts and urban districts, which are 

subdivided into wards. 
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Table 6.1: Summary of explanatory variables included in multilevel logistic 

regression 

 Variable name Domain Count Missing Data type Categories (Reference) 

1.  
Name of institution 

 2009 
121 Categorical 

(Ninh Binh)/ Da Nang/  
Dong Nai/ Long An 

2.  Age group D 2009 41 Categorical (12- 14)/ 15-17/ 18 and over 

3.  Gender D 2009 87 Categorical (Female)/ Male 

4.  Ethnicity D 2009 60 Categorical (Minority ethnic)/ Kinh 

5.  Education level D 2009 103 Categorical (Elementary)/ Middle/ High 

6.  Ever lived in care IC 2009 33 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

7.  Lived with parents IC 2009 
106 Categorical 

(With parents)/ With only 
mother of father/ Others 

8.  Criminality in family IC 2009 77 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

9.  Alcohol misuse in family IC 2009 51 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

10.  Drug misuse in family IC 2009 55 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

11.  Household violence  IC 2009 123 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

12.  Ever runaway IC 2009 162 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

13.  Ever been homeless IC 2009 93 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

14.  Ever skipped school IC 2009 77 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

15.  Ever excluded from school IC 2009 148 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

16.  Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

IC 2009 
115 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

17.  Ever used illegal 
drug/alcohol 

IC 2009 
55 Categorical (No)/ Yes 

18.  Family bond  F 2009 91 Continuous Centred around mean 

19.  Family communication  F 2009 717 Continuous Centred around mean 

20.  Positive family 
communication  

F 2009 
676 Continuous Centred around mean 

21.  Family supervision  F 2009 31 Continuous Centred around mean 

22.  Family relationship  F 2009 47 Continuous Centred around mean 

23.  School connectedness  S 2009 423 Continuous Centred around mean 

24.  Bullying at school  S 2009 331 Continuous Centred around mean 

25.  Community bond  C 2009 211 Continuous Centred around mean 

26.  ASB in neighbourhood  C 2009 346 Continuous Centred around mean 

27.  Community safety  C 2009 307 Continuous Centred around mean 

28.  Criminal acquaintances C 2009 230 Continuous Centred around mean 

29.  Negative attitudes toward 
community  

C 2009 
302 Continuous Centred around mean 

Note:  
- Reference category in bracket and bold 
- (D) demographic characteristics; (IC): individual circumstances; (F): family-related factors;  
  (S): school-related factors; (C): community, drugs, and media factors 
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6.1.1. Multilevel models: Predicting youth offending using a two-level model 

The rationale for applying multilevel models in this study was discussed in Chapter 4. 

This study covers all young offenders who were under the management of the Criminal 

Justice System at the time of the research. Those offenders were residents of 62 out of 

63 provinces nationwide before they were sent to one of the four institutions (one 

province has no respondent - Dien Bien). Therefore, it is essential to cluster those 

offenders into provinces from where they originate. The application of multilevel 

models allows the researcher to take into account the cluster effects of the sample, 

while examining the association between different risk factors and the probability of 

committing a crime using logistic regression. The distribution of respondents across 

the provinces is summarized in Figure 6.1. According to this, the number of young 

people coming from the same province ranges from 1 (Lai Chau) to 187 (Ho Chi Minh 

City), and the average number is 30. 

Figure 6.1: Distribution of respondents across provinces nationwide (Data 

collected in November 2012) 

Note:  
Total responded: N=1,888; Missing data: n= 121 
Province has most respondents: Ho Chi Minh City = 187 
Province has least respondents: Lai Chau = 1 
Province has no respondent: Dien Bien 
Average number: 30.45 
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Figure 6.2: Two-level hierarchical data structure of the population 

 

Figure 6.2 above denotes the two-level structure for the multilevel models where the 

lowest level (i.e. level 1) represents the respondents who took part in the survey, nested 

within the provinces at level 2. A total of 2,009 respondents completed the 

questionnaire, however 121 of those failed to identify their original homeland. Since 

the data sample used in this study is relatively large, the missing data is not a serious 

consideration to the significance of the regression analysis (Field, 2005, p. 184). 

Table 6.2: Model summary for multilevel modelling: Predicting youth offending 

Models Specification 

Null model Empty model 
Model 1 Area fixed effect 
Model 2 Model 1+ demographic characteristics 
Model 3 Model 2+ individual circumstances  
Model 4 Model 3+ family-related factors 
Model 5 Model 4+ school-related factors 
Model 6 Model 5+ community, drugs, media factors 

Table 6.2 illustrates the stages of modelling the impacts of the 29 explanatory 

variables. This includes the institutional variable, and the other 28 variables 

categorised into the five different domains (i.e. demographic characteristics, individual 

circumstances, family-related factors, school-related factors, and community, drugs, 

and media factors). The process of fitting multilevel models is applied separately to 

three different types of crime: theft; public crime (including public disorder and 

physical assaults); and serious crime (including rape, robbery and murder). These are 

reported in separate sections in this chapter. The analysis used MLwiN version 2.28 

(Rasbash et al., 2009, p. 117) to run the random intercepts models (see Chapter 4) that 

allows the constants to vary at level 2 (province level). Firstly, an empty or null model 

is fitted to explore the probability of committing an offence for the 2,009 young 

offenders. This is done without taking into account the effect of any factors, as well as 

Level 1 (n= 1,888)

Level 2 (n=62) Province

Individual Individual Individual Individual
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to explore the variance in rates at the higher level (province). Subsequently, in model 

1, the institutional variable is included in the model, to examine whether there are any 

differences between regions in the commission of crime. Model 2 tests the effects of 

demographic characteristics in predicting youth offending. From model 3 to model 6, 

variables belonging to the individual circumstances domain are included in the model, 

followed by those belonging to family-related factors, school-related factors, and 

community, drugs, and media factors, respectively. 

In models 2 to 6, the multilevel models included all variables belonging to the specific 

domain. Then, only variables that presented significant effects on the dependent 

variables were retained in the model. All those insignificant variables were omitted 

from the models simultaneously (backward stepwise exclusion). The multilevel 

models were fitted until there were no insignificant variables present, therefore the 

final model at each stage only included significant predictors. In order to assess the 

significance of the variable, the Wald statistic was tested against a chi-square 

distribution (p<0.05)  (Snijders & Bosker, 1999, p. 86-88).  

6.2. Multilevel models: examining the association between different factors and 

committing theft   

This section reports the results of the multilevel models which were fitted for 

predicting the probability of committing theft in the population. The dependent 

variable (i.e. committing theft) was recoded from the original question (Which type(s) 

of offence did you commit for THIS current sentence? - see Appendix A) into a 

dichotomous variable51. This included two categories - committed theft and committed 

other offence. Firstly, the selection process of explanatory variables to be included in 

the model is presented in the first subsection. Subsequently, the results of the analysis 

are discussed and these include the probability of committing theft, the province-level 

residual, and the variance explained by the models. 

                                                 
51 Most young offenders committed at least one offence before sending to these institutions. 
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6.2.1. Explanatory variables included in the models: the selection process 

In this section, the process of fitting multilevel models follows the steps described in 

Table 6.2. The final model (Model 6) presents all variables that significantly predict 

the probability of committing theft in the population. The results of this final model 

are discussed in the subsection below entitled ‘The probability of committing theft’. 

First, however, it is useful to discuss the null model.  

6.2.1.1. Null model 

Table 6.3 below presents the results of the null model, which provides a constant 

logit of 1.028 (standard error - SE= 0.099). The antilogit of this constant indicates 

that the probability of committing theft for the whole population of respondents is 

73.6%. This finding is confirmed by the fact that 70.9 % of young people (n=1,373) 

in these four institutions have been charged for theft. This compares to only 563 of 

those who are charged for other offences. The 95% confidence interval around the 

odds ratio (2.301-3.394) is considerably above one suggesting that there is 

significant difference in the probability of committing theft compared to other types 

of offence. The province-level residual of for this null model is discussed in the 

following subsection labelled ‘Province-level residual’ (p. 123). 

Table 6.3: Multilevel model for predicting theft: Null model and model 1 

 beta  SE p-value Wald OR CI low CI high 

Null Model 
Constant 1.028 0.099 0.000 107.553 2.795 2.301 3.394 
        
Model 1 
Constant 1.643 0.155 0.000 113.056 5.171 3.820 7.000 
Da Nang -0.557 0.213 0.009 6.823 0.573 0.377 0.870 
Dong Nai -1.055 0.206 0.000 26.169 0.348 0.232 0.522 
Long An -1.157 0.248 0.000 21.722 0.315 0.193 0.512 

6.2.2. Interpreting the results 

This section discusses the results of the final model (Model 6), after fitting multilevel 

models for all explanatory variables. Here the discussion will focus on the association 

between the significant variables and the probability of committing theft, the province 

level variation, and the variance explained by the multilevel models. 
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6.2.2.1. The probability of committing theft 

According to the results of multilevel models presented in the previous sections, there 

are seven variables that have significant association with the dependent variable (i.e. 

committed theft). The final seven predictors are presented in Table 6.4 below. These 

are belonging to the 15-17-year-old age group, attended middle school, experienced 

alcohol misuse in family, had been homeless, played online game more than two hours 

per day and used illegal drugs or alcohol. According to Table 6.4, while middle school 

education and illegal alcohol or drugs use reduce the probability of committing  theft, 

those who experienced either alcohol misuse in their family, homelessness, and play 

online games for extended times  are more likely to commit theft. 

Table 6.4: Multilevel models for predicting theft (model 6) 

 beta  SE p-value Wald OR CI low CI high 

Constant 0.621 0.218 0.004 8.109 1.862 1.214 2.855 
Dong Nai -0.916 0.201 0.000 20.767 0.400 0.270 0.593 
Long An -1.195 0.284 0.000 17.731 0.303 0.174 0.528 
15-17 0.598 0.128 0.000 22.018 1.819 1.417 2.336 
Middle school -0.380 0.142 0.007 7.190 0.684 0.518 0.903 
Alcohol misuse in family  0.365 0.127 0.004 8.302 1.441 1.124 1.848 
Homeless  0.570 0.137 0.000 17.450 1.769 1.354 2.312 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

0.766 0.142 0.000 29.025 2.151 1.628 2.843 

Used illegal drugs/alcohol  -0.441 0.124 0.000 12.620 0.643 0.504 0.821 

The odds ratio presents the likelihood of an explanatory variable to predict theft. As 

can be seen from Table 6.4, young people who indicated gaming influence are two 

times (OR=2.151, CI (1.628; 2.843)) more likely to commit theft. Respondents who 

belong to the 15-17-year-old age group (OR=1.819) and have experienced 

homelessness (OR=1.769) have nearly two times more likely to commit theft. 

Experiencing alcohol misuse in the family (OR=1.414) increases the likelihood to be 

charged for property offence about 1.5 times. On the other hand, having higher 

education level (middle school compared to elementary school, OR=0.684) or having 

used illegal drugs/alcohol (OR=0.643) decreases the probability of committing theft 

by about 40%. The results show that time spent gaming appears to be the most 

important predictor for theft, followed by age group (15-17), homelessness, and 

alcohol misuse in the family. These findings are consistent with the characteristics of 

the data sample presented in Chapter 5, according to which theft is the most common 

offence in the population (70.9 %) and the majority of young offenders (78.2 %) stated 

that they spent more than two hours per day playing games online. 
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In terms of effects varying regionally, the results show that the different factors-theft 

association was found statistically significant only in Dong Nai and Long An, 

compared to the reference institutions (Ninh Binh and Da Nang). Young offenders 

accommodated in Dong Nai (OR=0.4) and Long An (OR=0.303) are about 60% and 

70%, respectively less likely to commit theft compared to these two other institutions. 

Taking into account the explanatory variables included in the final model (Table 6.4), 

it can be said that theft is more likely to be common amongst those aged 15 to 17 years 

old while young people who have family problems - including alcohol misuse, 

homelessness and gaming influences - are at higher probability of committing theft, 

compared to those who did not experience these factors.   

One of the interesting findings is that the education level (middle school) of young 

offenders appears to have a negative relationship with the likelihood of committing 

theft. The higher education level that young people had, the less likely that they 

involve in property crime. These findings suggest that education might be a real 

problem for young offenders in Vietnam, especially in some poorer areas in the 

country where educational achievement is not considered as important as ensuring 

adequate living conditions. Another interesting finding is that, young people 

involved in illegal use of drugs or alcohol are less likely to commit theft, indicating 

that drugs/alcohol use might lead to other types of offences; this would include public 

disorder and physical assaults, rather than theft. These findings are discussed in more 

details in Chapter 8 (Discussion chapter). 

6.2.2.2. Province-level residual 

In multilevel models, the fixed effects of explanatory variables on the dependent 

variable are allowed to vary at higher level (i.e. province level). To compare the 

variance between provinces, in relation to the mean (i.e. zero), the multilevel models 

estimate the individual province residual after the model was fitted. Table 6.5, below, 

summarises the multilevel model fitted and the province level residuals. The province 

level residual for each model (from Null model to Model 3) is presented in the table 

under ‘Random Effects’ along with its standard errors. The significance of the random 

effects was also estimated (Wald statistics). As seen from Table 6.5, the province level 

variance in all models is significant, since the Wald statistics are all greater than the 

critical value of 3.84. This indicates that, at the 5% level, the province level variances 

are significantly different from zero. 
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Table 6.5: Summary of multilevel models for predicting theft 

 Null Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 

Fixed Effect beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. 

Constant 1.028 0.099 1.643 0.155 1.593 0.213 0.621 0.218 
Institution (ref: Ninh Binh)       

Da Nang   -0.557 0.213 -0.530 0.220   
Dong Nai   -1.055 0.206 -1.092 0.214 -0.916 0.201 
Long An   -1.157 0.248 -1.338 0.271 -1.195 0.284 

Age group (ref: 12-14) 
15-17     0.515 0.115 0.598 0.128 

Education level (ref: Elementary school) 
Middle 
school 

    -0.340 0.136 -0.380 0.142 

High school     -0.640 0.268   
Alcohol misuse in family (ref: No)     0.365 0.127 
Homeless (ref: No)     0.570 0.137 
Played online game more than 2 hours per day (ref: No) 0.766 0.142 
Used illegal drugs/alcohol (ref: No)     -0.441 0.124 

 
Random Effect 

Province-level 
variance 

0.346 0.104 0.140 0.061 0.144 0.064 0.189 0.082 

Wald 11.136 5.239 5.056 5.422 

As seen from the table, when explanatory variables were inserted into the models, 

the variances at province level were reduced. Figure 6.3 portrays the changes in 

province level residuals by comparing the caterpillar plots of different models. 

According to Figure 6.3, in null model there are eight provinces where the 95% 

confidence interval does not overlap the zero line (six provinces have variances 

significantly below average, two provinces significantly above average). This means 

these provinces are significantly different from the average population in predicting 

theft, before these factors are considered. Provinces that have a lower likelihood (i.e. 

negative residuals) include Binh Thuan, Tien Giang, Tay Ninh, and Ho Chi Minh 

City (young people originated from these provinces are clustered in Dong Nai 

institution), Phu Yen (clustered in Da Nang institution), and Kien Giang (clustered 

in Long An). Those that have positive residuals are Quang Nam and Gia Lai 

(clustered in Da Nang). It is worth noticing that all six provinces with a lower 

likelihood are located in the southern part of Vietnam. This suggests that theft might 

be more popular in more northern provinces (including Da Nang area).  
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In comparison with model 3, there remains only one province (Phu Yen) that is 

significantly lower than the average population. This indicates that, when taking into 

account all the explanatory variables, all but one province (Phu Yen - clustered in Da 

Nang) are not significantly different from zero. In other words, except those 

originating from Phu Yen province, there is no difference between provinces in 

predicting theft when taking into account all characteristics. This indicates that young 

people originating from Phu Yen are less likely to commit theft, regardless of the risk 

factors taken into account. It might be explained by the fact that Phu Yen is one of the 

less industrialised provinces in the South Central Coast area, where the vast majority 

of the labour force work in agriculture, forestry and fishing (General Statistics Office, 

2009). Thus, the availability of these factors might be less obvious or the social bond 

amongst the community is relatively stronger.     
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Figure 6.3: Caterpillar plots to show the variations at province level in different models 

Null model 

 

 
 

Model 1 

 

 

Model 2 

 

 

Model 3 
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In multilevel models, when estimating the residual at higher level (i.e. province level), 

the residuals are assumed to follow a normal distribution in valid models  (Rasbash et 

al., 2009). Figure 6.4 below shows the Normal probability plots of the final model 

(model 3) at province level. Here, the ranked residuals are plotted against 

corresponding points on a Normal distribution curve. As seen below, the estimated 

residual at province level lies approximately on a straight line, indicating the validity 

of the Normality assumption. 

Figure 6.4: Normal probability plots of province level residuals (the probability 

of committing theft) 

 

6.2.2.3. Variance explained by the models 

As discussed in the province level variance section above, adding explanatory 

variables into the models reduced the variance (i.e. the difference in theft rates between 

provinces). This indicates the power of the models in explaining the variance of the 

dependent variable (i.e. committed theft) at province level. Using the method described 

by Snijders and Bosker (1999, p. 225), the proportion of variance explained by these 

explanatory variables in each model can be estimated (see Table 6.6). Accordingly, 

the results indicate that adding regional effect (model 1) helps explain 5.3% of the 

variance in the population. The inclusion of age group and education level (model 2), 

and alcohol misuse in family, homeless, gaming influence, and illegal drugs/alcohol 

use (model 3) explains 7.4% and 14.2%, respectively. 
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Table 6.6: Summary of the proportion of variance in the data set explained by 

multilevel models (predicting theft) 

 Variance of the linear 
predictor 

(𝐅
𝟐)  

Intercept variance  
(level 2) 

(𝐮
𝟐)

) 

Explained % of the 
variance (1) 

Model 1 0.192 0.140 5.3% 
Model 2 0.276 0.144 7.4% 
Model 3 0.574 0.189 14.2% 

 Notes: 1. Proportion of explained variance =( F
2  

F
2  +u

2  +/3
 (Bosker & Snijders, 1999, p. 225) 

 

6.3. Multilevel models: examining the association between different factors and 

committing public crime 

This section reports the results of multilevel models fitted for predicting the probability 

of committing public crime in the population. The dependent variable (i.e. committing 

public crime) was recoded from the original question (Which type(s) of offence did you 

commit for THIS current sentence? - see Appendix A) into a dichotomous variable. 

This included two categories: committed public crime (i.e. public disorder and 

physical assaults); and committed other offence. The details of the analysis are 

reported following the procedure specified in the section labelled: ‘multilevel models: 

Predicting youth offending using a two-level model’. 

6.3.1. Explanatory variables included in the models: the selection process 

In this section, the process of fitting multilevel models follows the steps described in 

Table 6.2. At each step (i.e. model), the multilevel models were run using the 

explanatory variables belonging to the domain specified. This identified variables that 

were insignificant to remove from the model. The final model (Model 6) presents all 

variables that significantly predict the probability of committing public crime in the 

population. The results of this final model are used to interpret in the subsequent 

section namely ‘The probability of committing public crime’.  

6.3.1.1. Null model 

The empty or null model was run with 2,009 cases to test the probability of committing 

public crime for any individual without any factor taken into account. Table 6.7 below shows 

the results of the null model that provides a constant logit of -1.511 (SE= 0.118). An antilogit 
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conversion of the logit, is 0.18, indicating that, generally, the probability for any young 

offender to commit public crime is 18%. The confidence interval around the odds ratio 

(0.175-0.278) is considerably below one suggesting that there is significant difference in the 

probability of committing public crime, compared to other types of offence. 

Table 6.7: Multilevel model for predicting public crime: null model and model 1 

 beta  SE p-value Wald OR CI low CI high 

Null model 
Constant -1.511 0.118 0.000 165.253 0.221 0.175 0.278 

        
Model 1        
Constant -2.528 0.207 0.000 149.763 0.080 0.053 0.120 
Da Nang 1.069 0.264 0.000 16.373 2.911 1.735 4.886 
Dong Nai 1.412 0.257 0.000 30.101 4.102 2.478 6.793 
Long An 1.796 0.293 0.000 37.633 6.023 3.394 10.690 

 

6.3.2. Interpreting the results 

As with the first set of models looking at committing theft, the results can be 

interpreted in term of assessing the strength and nature of association between the 

dependent variable and the significant explanatory variables. An explanation in the 

change of variance between the null and full model is also explored. 

6.3.2.1. The probability of committing public crime 

According to the results of multilevel models above, there are five variables that have 

significant association with the dependent variable (i.e. committed public crime). 

These include: Institution (Dong Nai and Long An), age group (18 and over), gaming 

influence, bullying at school, and criminal acquaintances. The final five predictors are 

presented in Table 6.8 below. All these variables have the p-value smaller than 0.05 

and the Wald statistic greater than 3.84. This indicates that there is a 95% of chance 

that young offenders living in Dong Nai and Long An institutions, who are 18 years 

old and over, have played online games more than two hours per day, experienced 

bullying at school, and had criminal acquaintances, have an association with public 

crime. According to Table 6.8, while gaming influence and bullying at school reduces 

the probability of committing public crime, those who are 18 years old and over and 

have criminal acquaintances, are more likely to commit public offences. 
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Table 6.8: Multilevel models for predicting public crime (model 6) 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Constant -1.650 0.205 0.000 64.980 0.192 0.129 0.287 
Dong Nai 0.705 0.252 0.005 7.847 2.024 1.236 3.316 
Long An 1.217 0.336 0.000 13.140 3.378 1.749 6.524 
18 and over 1.050 0.166 0.000 40.114 2.857 2.065 3.954 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

-0.773 0.168 0.000 21.102 0.462 0.332 0.642 

Bullying at school -0.132 0.054 0.014 6.000 0.876 0.788 0.974 
Criminal acquaintances 0.062 0.032 0.051 3.801 1.064 1.000 1.132 

As seen from Table 6.8, the probability of young people who belong to 18 years old and 

over group to commit public offences is 35.4% (antilogit of ((-1.650) + 1.050) = 0.354). 

This is nearly three times (OR=2.857, CI (2.065-3.954)) more than those under the age 

of 14 years old. Having one unit increase in the criminal acquaintances score predicts an 

increase of 6.4% in the risk of public offences. Whereas the probability that young 

people with gaming influences (OR=0.462) and experience of bullying at school 

(OR=0.876) being charged for public crime, is 8.1% (antilogit of ((-1.650) + (-0.773) = 

0.081) and 14.4% (antilogit of ((-1.650) + (-0.132) = 0.144), respectively. This is less 

likely compared to its reference category.   

In terms of regional effect, the results show that the different factors-public crime 

association was found statistically significant only in Dong Nai and Long An, 

compared to the reference institution (Ninh Binh and Da Nang). Young offenders in 

Dong Nai (OR=2.024) and Long An (OR=3.378) are about two and three times 

respectively, more likely to commit public crimes compared to Ninh Binh. Taken into 

account the explanatory variables included in the final model (Table 6.8), it can be said 

that for young people aged 18 years old and over, public offences (i.e. public disorder 

and physical assaults) are common. It is more likely that the offences they committed 

are related to peers or acquaintances that have influence over them. Those who 

admitted to online games or experienced bullying at school are less likely to be 

involved in public crime. The predictive power of these explanatory variables when 

included in the model is discussed in the following sections. 
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6.3.2.2. Province-level residual 

Table 6.9 below summarises the multilevel model fitted and the province level 

residuals. The province level residual for each model (from Null model to Model 6) is 

presented in the table under ‘Random Effect’ along with its standard errors. The 

significance of the Random effects was also estimated (Wald statistics). As seen from 

Table 6.9, the province level variance in all models is significant (except in model 3), 

since the Wald statistics are all greater than the critical value of 3.84. This indicates 

that, at the 5% level the province level variances are significantly different from zero.   

As seen from the table, when explanatory variables were inserted into the models (null 

model to model 2), the variances at province level were reduced, and subsequently 

increase in the following models (from model 3 to model 6). Figure 6.5 portrays the 

changes in province level residuals by comparing the caterpillar plots of different 

models. According to this figure, in null model there are six provinces, where the 95% 

confidence interval does not overlap the zero line (above average). This includes Ho 

Chi Minh City, Kien Giang, Phu Yen, Tien Giang, Tay Ninh and Binh Thuan, and 

means young people originating from these provinces are significantly more likely to 

commit predicted public offences, compared to the average population. Interestingly, 

these six provinces were also found to stand out from the population when predicting 

theft (p. 124). Model 6 remains only two provinces (Phu Yen and Tay Ninh) that are 

significantly different from the average population. This indicates that, when taking 

into account the explanatory variables, all but two provinces are not significantly 

different from zero. In other words, except those originating from Phu Yen and Tay 

Ninh, there is no difference between provinces in predicting public crimes among 

young people in the whole country (section continues after table and figure).     
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Table 6.9: Summary of multilevel models for predicting public crimes 

 Null Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 Model 5 Model 6 

Fixed Effect beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. 

Constant -1.511 0.118 -2.528 0.207 -4.377 0.573 -2.400 0.333 -2.181 0.298 -2.231 0.319 -1.650 0.205 
Institution (ref: Ninh Binh)               

Da Nang   1.069 0.264 0.772 0.271         
Dong Nai   1.412 0.257 1.195 0.261 0.821 0.213 0.701 0.223 0.623 0.242 0.705 0.252 
Long An   1.796 0.293 1.662 0.302 1.355 0.283 1.272 0.276 1.344 0.310 1.217 0.336 

Age group (ref: 12-14)               
15-17     0.893 0.276 0.948 0.300 0.813 0.268 0.725 0.281   
18 and over     1.808 0.292 1.806 0.315 1.655 0.284 1.596 0.298 1.050 0.166 

Male (ref: Female)     0.992 0.496         
Education level (ref: Elementary 
school) 

             

High school     0.578 0.263         
Lived with others (ref: lived with parents)     -0.606 0.223       
Homeless (ref: No)       -0.496 0.160       
Played online game more than 2 hours per day (ref: No)    -0.791 0.156 -0.955 0.144 -0.766 0.158 -0.773 0.168 
Used illegal drugs/alcohol (ref: No)      0.338 0.142       
Bullying at school           -0.125 0.051 -0.132 0.054 
Criminal acquaintances             0.062 0.032 
               
Random Effect               

Province level variance 0.506 0.146 0.180 0.079 0.164 0.080 0.173 0.089 0.247 0.102 0.283 0.120 0.290 0.129 
Wald 11.931 5.153 4.129 3.758 5.879 5.577 5.048 
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Figure 6.5: Caterpillar plots represent the variations at province level (predicting public crimes) 

Null model 

 

Model 1 

 

Model 2 

 
Model 3 

 

Model 4 

 

Model 5 

 
 
 
 

Model 6 
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Phu Yen and Tay Ninh are the two provinces that have the highest number of public 

offences nationwide (Appendix D, p. 243-244). Regardless of whether or not the risk 

factors were taken into account, young people originating from these two provinces are 

more likely to commit public crimes, compared to the others. This finding suggests that 

these types of offences might not be explained by risk factors. Rather they could be 

influenced by others factors, such as the culture or socioeconomic conditions of the areas. 

Whilst Phu Yen is indicated as being the less developed province in the South Central 

Coast (see explanation in previous subsection), Tay Ninh on the other hand is more 

developed in term of  industrial sectors areas (General Statistics Office, 2009). It is located 

between Ho Chi Minh City (the most economically developed city in the country) and the 

Cambodian border. This suggests that young people from Tay Ninh might be influenced 

by other social risk factors that were not measured in this study, and which may explain 

its high number of youth crime in general, specifically public offences (Appendix D). 

The assumption about Normality distribution was tested to find out whether the residuals 

at each level follow the normal distribution; this served to indicate the validity of the 

models (Rasbash et al., 2009). Figure 6.6 below shows the Normal probability plots of the 

final model (model 3) at province level, in which the ranked residuals are plotted against 

corresponding points on a Normal distribution curve. As Figure 6.6 shows the estimated 

residual at province level lie approximately on a straight line. This indicated the validity 

of the Normality assumption. 

Figure 6.6: Normal probability plots of individual and province level residuals 

(the probability of committing public crimes) 
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6.3.2.3. Variance explained by the models 

This section generated the proportion of explained variance in each model in order to 

assess the explanatory power of a set of independent variables when they were added 

into the models (Snijders & Bosker, 1999, p. 225). Table 6.10 summarises the 

proportion of explained variance generated after inserting explanatory variables into 

the model. Accordingly, the results indicate that adding regional effect (model 1) helps 

explain 9.5% of the variance in the population, while the inclusion of individual 

circumstances (model 3) explains the greatest proportion of variance (18.6%). 

Subsequent models (model 4, 5 and 6) explain the 14.5% of variance within the 

population in predicting public crimes. 

Table 6.10: Summary of the proportion of variance in the data set explained by 

multilevel models (predicting public crime) 

 Variance of the linear 
predictor 

(𝐅
𝟐)  

Intercept variance  
(level 2) 

(𝐮
𝟐)

) 

Explained % of the 
variance (1) 

Model 1 0.366 0.180 9.5% 
Model 2 0.692 0.164 16.7% 
Model 3 0.789 0.173 18.6% 
Model 4 0.621 0.247 14.9% 
Model 5 0.613 0.283 14.6% 
Model 6 0.600 0.290 14.4% 

 Note: 1. Proportion of explained variance =( F
2  

F
2  +u

2  +/3
 (Bosker & Snijders, 1999, p. 225) 

6.4. Multilevel models: examining the association between different factors and 

committing serious crime 

This section reports the results of multilevel models fitted for predicting the probability 

of committing serious crime in the population. The dependent variable (i.e. committing 

serious crime) was recoded from the original question (Which type(s) of offence did 

you commit for THIS current sentence? - see Appendix A) into a dichotomous variable. 

This included two categories: committed serious crime (i.e. rape, robbery, and murder) 

and committed other offence. The details of the analysis are reported following the 

procedure specified in the section labelled: ‘multilevel models: Predicting youth 

offending using a two-level model’. 
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6.4.1. Explanatory variables included in the models: the selection process 

In this section, the process of fitting multilevel models follows the steps described in 

Table 6.2. At each step (i.e. model), the multilevel models were run over the explanatory 

variables belonging to the domain specified. This aimed to identify variables that were 

insignificant and could be removed from the model. The final model (Model 6) presents 

all variables that significantly predict the probability of committing serious crime in the 

population. The results of this final model are used to interpret in the subsequent section 

namely ‘The probability of committing serious crime’.  

6.4.1.1. Null model 

The empty or null model was run over the population of 2,009 cases to test the 

probability of committing serious crime for any individual without any factor. Table 

6.11 below shows the results of the null model, which provides a constant logit of -

2.787 (SE= 0.124). The antilogit conversion of the logit, is 0.058, indicating that 

generally the probability for any young offender to commit a serious crime is 5.8%. 

The confidence interval around the odds ratio (0.048-0.079) is considerably above one, 

suggesting that there is significant difference in the probability of committing serious 

crime compared to other types of offence. 

Table 6.11: Multilevel model for predicting serious crime: null model and model 

1 

 beta  SE p-value Wald OR CI low CI high 

Null model 
Constant -2.787 0.124 0.000 503.355 0.062 0.048 0.079 
        
Model 1 when included Institution 
Constant -2.981 0.236 0.000 160.212 0.051 0.032 0.080 
Da Nang -0.115 0.336 0.732 0.118 0.891 0.461 1.723 
Dong Nai 0.572 0.291 0.049 3.859 1.772 1.001 3.136 
Long An 0.124 0.423 0.769 0.086 1.132 0.494 2.593 
        
Model 1 after removed Institution (Da Nang and Long An) 
Constant -3.005 0.153 0.000 387.749 0.050 0.037 0.067 
Dong Nai 0.594 0.231 0.010 6.606 1.812 1.151 2.850 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 
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6.4.2. Interpreting the results 

In this section, the results of the multilevel models are interpreted. This includes the 

probability of committing serious crime, the province level variation and the variance 

explained by the multilevel models. 

6.4.2.1. The probability of committing serious crime 

According to the results of multilevel models presented in previous sections, there 

are three variables that have significant association with the dependent variable 

(i.e. committed serious crime). These include: age group, alcohol misuse in family, 

and homeless. The final three predictors are presented in Table 6.12 below. All 

these variables have the p-value smaller than 0.05 and the Wald statistic greater 

than 3.84, indicating that there is a 95% chance that serious crime was not common 

amongst the older age group (i.e. from 15 to over 18). Additionally, it indicated 

that having experience of alcohol misuse in family and homelessness have negative 

association with the probability of committing serious crime. The finding about the 

effect of age is consistent with the punishment policy stated in Chapter 2, which 

indicated that those aged 14 years old or more who committed serious crime are 

more likely to be sent to prison than educational institutions. 

Table 6.12: Multilevel models for predicting serious crime 

 beta  SE p-value Wald OR CI low CI high 

Constant -1.017 0.224 0.000 20.640 0.362 0.233 0.561 
15-17 -1.526 0.231 0.000 43.642 0.217 0.138 0.342 
18 and over -2.648 0.476 0.000 30.976 0.071 0.028 0.180 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.667 0.231 0.004 8.305 0.513 0.326 0.808 
Ever been homeless -0.686 0.261 0.009 6.890 0.503 0.302 0.840 

The odds ratio presents the probability of an explanatory variable to predict serious 

crime. As can be seen from Table 6.12, young people who belong to the 15-17 year 

old age group have about 21.7% (OR=0.217) less chance for committing serious 

offence, compared to those under the age of 14 years old; while those over 18 years 

old are about 7% less likely. Having experiences of alcohol misuse in the family 

(OR=0.513) and homelessness (OR=0.503) reduces by about 50% the chance of 

serious crime among those young people. In term of regional effect, the results show 

that the effect of institutions was not statistically significant within this model, 

indicating no differences between young people who came from different areas or 

regions in predicting serious crime. The predictive power of these explanatory 

variables when included in the model is discussed in the following sections. 
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6.4.2.2. Province-level residual 

Table 6.13 below, summarises the multilevel model fitted and the province level 

residuals. The province level residuals for each model (from Null model to Model 

4) are presented in the table under the Random Effects section, along with its 

standard errors. The significance of the random effects was also estimated (Wald 

statistics). As Table 6.13 shows, the province level variances in all models are non-

significant since the Wald statistics are all smaller than the critical value of 3.84. 

This indicates that, at the 5% level, the province level variances are not 

significantly different from zero. In other words, there is no difference between 

provinces in predicting serious crime. This finding might be caused by a small 

number of serious offences were included in the model. 

Table 6.13: Summary of multilevel models for predicting serious crimes 

 Null Model 1 Model 2 Model 3 Model 4 

Fixed effects beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. beta S.E. 

Constant -2.787 0.124 -3.005 0.153 -1.827 0.205 -1.254 0.233 -1.017 0.224 
Institution (ref: Ninh Binh)          

Dong Nai   0.594 0.231 0.707 0.235 0.740 0.246   
Age group (ref: 12-14)          

15-17     -1.406 0.216 -1.540 0.226 -1.526 0.231 
18 and over     -2.487 0.427 -2.735 0.458 -2.648 0.476 

Alcohol misuse in family (ref: No)     -0.677 0.225 -0.667 0.231 
Ever been homeless (ref: No)     -0.728 0.254 -0.686 0.261 
           
Random effects           

Province level 
variance  

0.217 0.147 0.114 0.112 0.110 0.115 0.123 0.125 0.275 0.172 

Wald 2.198 1.028 0.914 0.970 2.554 

Figure 6.7 portrays the changes in province level residuals by comparing the caterpillar 

plots of different models. As can be seen from the figure, in the null model only Ho Chi 

Minh City has the 95% confidence interval not overlapping the zero line (above average). 

This means young people originating from this city are significantly more likely to commit 

serious offences, compared to the average population. In the final model, Ho Chi Minh 

City once again appears to significantly differ (i.e. greater) from the average population. 

This indicates that when taking into account the explanatory variables, almost all but one 

province is not significantly different from zero. In other words, there is no difference 

between provinces in predicting public crimes amongst young people in the whole 

country, except for those originated from Ho Chi Minh City.   
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According to Appendix D, Ho Chi Minh City has the highest number of crimes and 

also the greatest number of serious offences, compared to all the other provinces. 

Given the fact that young people originating from Ho Chi Minh City are more likely 

to commit serious offence, regardless of whether or not different factors were taken 

into account, suggests that this could be explained by other factors that were not 

measured in this study. Considering Ho Chi Minh City is the largest city in the country, 

and the most economically developed province (General Statistics Office, 2009), it is 

suggested that young people originating from this city are more likely to experience 

negative effects of the economic development, such as industrialisation or 

globalisation (discussed in Chapter 10). Therefore, they are more likely to commit 

crime, specifically serious offences.   
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Figure 6.7: Caterpillar plots represent the variations at province level (predicting serious crimes) 

Null model: 

 

Model 1: 

 

Model 2: 

 

Model 3: 

 

Model 4: 
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The assumption about Normality distribution was tested to find out whether the 

residuals at each level follow the normal distribution, which indicate the validity of 

the models (Rasbash et al., 2009). Figure 6.8 below shows the Normal probability 

plots of the final model (model 4) at province level. Here the ranked residuals are 

plotted against corresponding points on a Normal distribution curve. As can be seen 

from the figure, the estimated residual at province level lies approximately on a 

straight line, indicating the validity of the Normality assumption. 

Figure 6.8: Normal probability plots of individual and province level residuals 

(the probability of committing serious crimes) 

 

6.4.2.3. Variance explained by the models 

This section generated the proportion of explained variance in each model to assess 

the explanatory power of the set of independent variables when they were added into 

the models (Snijders & Bosker, 1999, p. 225). Table 6.14 summarises the proportion 

of explained variance generated after inserting the explanatory variables into the 

model. Accordingly, the results indicate that adding regional effect (model 1) helps 

explain 2.4% of the variance in the population. While the inclusion of individual 

circumstances (model 3) explains the greatest proportion of variance (21%). The 

subsequent model (model 4) explained about 17.9% of variance within the population 

in predicting serious crimes. 

 



144 

 

Table 6.14: Summary of the proportion of variance in the data set explained by 

multilevel models (predicting serious crime) 

 Variance of the linear 
predictor 

(𝐅
𝟐)  

Intercept variance  
(level 2) 

(𝐮
𝟐)

) 

Explained % of the 
variance (1) 

Model 1 0.085 0.114 2.4% 
Model 2 0.561 0.110 14.2% 
Model 3 0.906 0.123 21.0% 
Model 4 0.776 0.275 17.9% 

Note: 1. Proportion of explained variance =( F
2  

F
2  +u

2  +/3
 (Bosker & Snijders, 1999, p. 225) 

6.5. Chapter conclusion 

This chapter presented the results of multilevel models with 28 explanatory variables 

associated with (and precictive of) youth offending in Vietnam. The models were fitted 

separately for three different types of crime, namely theft, public crime (public 

disorder and physical assaults), and serious crime (robbery, rape, and murder). 

According to the research findings, when taking into account all explanatory variables 

in the models, alcohol misuse in family, homelessness, gaming influence, education 

level (middle school), drugs use, and age group (15 to 17) were found to predict theft 

significantly. Public offences were significantly associated with gaming influence, 

bullying at school, criminal acquaintances and age (18 and over). Although there are 

no factors was found increase the probability of serious crime, it is however presented 

the significant association between serious crime and alcohol misuse in family, 

homelessness and age of offenders (15 to 17, and 18 and over). 

The multilevel model also allows the research to assess the variances between 

provinces compared to the overall average. The multilevel model fitted for three 

different types of crime (theft, public crime, and serious crime) identified provinces, 

namely Phu Yen, Tay Ninh, and Ho Chi Minh City, that deviated from the average 

population. Whilst rates of theft are lower than expected in Phu Yen, rates of public 

crime are higher than national norms in the same province, Public crime and serious 

crime are also higher than expected in Tay Ninh and Ho Chi Minh City, respectively 

It would appear that the candidate explanatory variables in this research cannot explain 

youth offending in these specific local areas. These findings suggest a future research 

focus which attempts to explain youth crime in these three provinces/cities. This will 

require the identification and empirical measurement of other important associative 

factors, possibly relating to the social and economic backgrounds of the young 

offenders from these areas.   
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The results of multilevel models also asserted the explanatory powers of the 

models in analysing the relative importance of different factors on youth 

offending. When different factors were inserted into the models, the variance at 

provincial level was significantly reduced, while the proportion of explained 

variance increased. These findings confirm the validity and plausibility of the 

multilevel models applied in this research. 

The next chapter (Chapter 7) present the analysis of qualitative data collected from 

interviewing young offenders and staff, in order to explore their perception about the 

influence of different factors on youth offending.   
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CHAPTER 7: WHAT INFLUENCES OFFENDING BEHAVIOUR: 

STAFF AND YOUNG PEOPLE’S PERSPECTIVES 

Summary: 

The purpose of this chapter is to explore in more depth the perception of young people 

and institutional staff about what influences offending behaviour (in the case of the 

young people – their own behaviour). Both groups were also questioned about the 

relative importance of the factors or issues identified. The relative importance of 

different factors on offending behaviour. In order to serve that purpose, a sample of 98 

young people and 34 staff were interviewed across the four educational institutions. The 

analysis of data gathered from these interviews is presented in the following sections. 

7.1. Background 

The primary approach of the whole research project is quantitative data analysis. 

Through a comprehensive questionnaire survey, it explores the overall pattern of 

different factors, of young offenders on educational programmes in the four national 

young offender institutions (known as ‘educational’ institutions). The collection of 

qualitative data through interviews with young people and institutional staff was 

undertaken for a number of reasons. First, the collection of data from one research 

population provides different insights into the research phenomenon, and in some 

respects it will also help validate the results gathered from the questionnaire survey. 

Unlike the closed questions in the questionnaire, young people had a chance during 

interviews to make statements on what they thought best explained their offending 

behaviours. Second, the richness of information from the interview aims to add 

understanding from different viewpoints about the factors influencing juvenile 

offending in Vietnam. By attending the interviews, young people had a chance to talk 

freely about their circumstances and their perspectives on factors that influenced their 

offending behaviours. This information will therefore, give more in-depth 

understanding of the research subject. Third, by applying two different approaches at 

the same time, comparison can be made in the data generated. The interviews aim to 

provide more in-depth views on the matter, while the analysis of the quantitative data 

generated by the questionnaire survey provides the patterns and overviews on factors 

associated with youth offending in Vietnam. 
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In this chapter, the results of interviews with 98 young people and 34 staff in the four 

institutions surveyed are reported. In the interviews, participants were asked, based 

on their experiences, to make statements about the relative importance of different 

factors on the likelihood of committing a crime amongst young people. The 

interview procedure and selection process with the involvement of young people 

and staff are demonstrated in Chapter 4 (p. 67). Details of the analysis will be 

presented in the following subsection. 

7.2. Young peoples’ views on the main factors that influence their offending 

behaviours 

This section is going to explore young peoples’ views on the most important factors for 

their offending behaviour. Young people talked about their previous experiences, 

including family circumstances, education, relationship with peers, and their past 

offending behaviour. Subsequent questions were asked to obtain their opinion about 

what they thought most affected them, in relation to their offending behaviours. The 

young peoples’ responses will be presented in four main themes: peer group influences, 

individual problems, the influence of games and alcohol, and family problems. 

7.2.1. Peer group influences 

Four out of ten (39.8%) of the interviewees said that peers influenced their problem 

behaviour. Among other factors such as school and family, peers undoubtedly were 

one of the most significant influences to young peoples’ perception and behaviours. 

Apart from time spent at home and school, interaction with peers was important for a 

young person’s development and social activities. However, negative effects from 

peers was also perceived to have significant influence on young peoples’ behaviours, 

especially offending behaviours. The common answers when young people were asked 

about influential factors for their behaviour, was peer enticement, or imitation of their 

peers. Further questions asking for details of peer group influence disclosed that most 

of those young offenders (24 out of 34 cases) were early drop outs from school, or had 

been excluded from school and spent most of the time hanging out and playing with 

peers. Common activities included: gathering in groups and drinking alcohol; playing 

online games at game stores; and, hanging around in shopping or amusement centres. 

For those who were charged for theft, the responses about the influence of peers 

generally showed that they committed offences to gain money for personal expenses, 
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such as clothing or for hanging out with peers. This suggests that, to some extent, peer 

influence affects the needs for spending money in activities such as gaming or hanging 

around; this, in turn, can lead to offending behaviours. 

In a number of cases, young people gathered with peers in groups that were referred 

to as a ‘gang’. They would hang around in public areas, drinking alcohol until they got 

drunk, and repeatedly committed public disorder or physical assault using a weapon 

(i.e. a knife or swords). They explained their behaviours in these cases largely in 

relation to group influence. Once they joined these groups (or ‘gangs’), their behaviour 

became group behaviours. In most case of public disorder or physical assaults alcohol 

consumption was involved and, again, peer influence was significant for those who 

were charged. From this point of view, peer interactions and alcohol consumption 

among young people in groups (or ‘gang’) had a reinforcing relationship in shaping 

young peoples’ problem behaviours. 

However, there were some cases, when young people were asked by the researchers 

whether or not they thought peer influence was an important factor for their problems, 

and they had asserted that although peers played an important role in their typical daily 

life, they did not affect their choice of behaviours. For instance, one boy (case 3) said: 

‘… Peer for me is not an important influence to my behaviour at all’ (Male, 17). 

Another male respondent (case 21) explained: ‘I felt school is not for me. I hang out 

and play just because I want to, family circumstances and peers, for me, is not an 

influential factor… I followed friends only when I think it is right…’ (Male, 18) 

7.2.2. Individual problems 

In terms of individual problems, 31.6% of respondents claimed personality problems, 

such as a low temper threshold and brutality, as the cause for their offending 

behaviours (Appendix F, p. 243). Most in this sub-group were found to have 

committed physical assault or public disorder. In one instance (case 88), a seventeen-

year-old boy, was physically abused by his father, whenever the latter got drunk. He 

skipped school regularly in order to hang out with peers and was charged for public 

disorder and physical assault after he got drunk and argued with other groups of young 

people. He explained his behaviours because of his low temper threshold and his 

father’s brutality. Furthermore, he said his father told him: ‘don’t let others bully you, 

if that happen to you, don’t ever come back home’.  
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In a typical case, a young male who lived independently from his parents, said ‘my 

parents told me I was old enough to think what is right and wrong; they allow me to 

do whatever I think is right’. His parents both worked as manual labourers; they did 

not have time to take care of him because of their work was physically demanding. He 

dropped out from school when he was twelve. He was charged for fraud, illegal use of 

weapons, public disorder, physical assault, and illegal use of drugs (heroin). He said 

he offended in order to gain money for drug use and personal expenses. When asked 

to explain, he stated: ‘I used drugs because I want to try new things, to see how it’s 

like, but once I got involved, I cannot get out of it…’ (Male, 18, case 21).  

The evidence suggested that, while confirming that choice of offending behaviour 

stemmed comes from personality problems, young people were not able to clearly define 

the influence of external factors to the development of their personality. In only five 

cases, young people cited family problems as relating to their offending behaviour. The 

others lived in conditions with the appropriate parental care and supervision. Although 

they did not talk about parenting problems, the way young people made statements about 

their parents’ behaviours proved they were a significant influence on them.  

7.2.3. Then influence of games and alcohol  

About a quarter (27.6%) of the respondents claimed that game addictedness was the 

main cause for their problems (Appendix F, p. 243). The common characteristic of this 

group was that, most of them did not claim parenting or family problems (such as 

parents separated, or had died) as risk factors. Interestingly almost all of these young 

people were either school drop-outs at a very early stage or they never went to school 

before being sent to the institution. This suggested that those young people may have 

spent most of their time playing games at game stores or amusement centres. In case 

7 for example, one male respondent lived with his mother before being incarcerated. 

His father died when he was very young and his older brother had been convicted and 

was serving time in prison. The respondent skipped school regularly in order to play 

games; because of that he was often physically punished by his mother. He ran away 

from home and became a vagrant living in a game store. He was charged for theft when 

he tried to steal money for gaming and personal expenses. When he was asked about 

the most important factor that influenced his offending behaviour, he stated that, ‘game 

addictedness is my problem’ (Male, case 7). 
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Interestingly, in four interviews, young people stated that they never went to school 

and were addicted to online gaming. The majority of the interviewees lived with both 

of their parents and dropped out from school. In only two cases young people claimed 

deprivation as the cause for dropping out of school. Since family factors (i.e. parental 

supervision or responsibility for young peoples’ attendance in school) were not 

mentioned in young people statements as important influential factors for their 

offending, the role of parents in these cases was unclear.  

Similar characteristics were found for those who claimed alcohol influence as the main 

cause for their offending. In five out of seven cases, young people said they dropped 

out from school at an early stage. Most of the time, they hung out or gathered with 

peers for alcohol consumption. All of those who were charged for public offences (i.e. 

public disorder or physical assault) said that getting drunk had led to arguments and 

fight between groups of young people in public areas.   

7.2.4. Family problems 

According to (Appendix F, p. 243), nearly a quarter (23.5%) of respondents said that 

some form of family problem influenced their offending behaviour. These problems 

included: family breakdown; either the father or mother died or left the family; poor 

parenting and relationship problems with parents; parents’ problems and behaviour; 

and drugs or alcohol misuse in the family. When talking about their circumstances, 

those people tended to be clear about what had caused them to behave antisocially. 

The common theme stated in the interviews was how the negative aspects of family 

life had influenced the young people emotionally. For example, a seventeen years 

old boy from Ninh Binh has a drug-addicted father who, at the time of interview, was 

receiving treatment in a rehabilitation institution. The respondent explained his 

circumstances in the following way:  

‘My father got drug addicted. He often demolished everything in the house and 

used violence toward my mother and to us in order to get money for drug use. 

That made me feel upset and I became disheartened. I didn’t want to go to school 

anymore. I spent more time with friend to hang around and play’. (Male, 17, 

case 3) 

In this case, the boy made clear that family circumstance affected his emotions 

directly. He dropped out from school and started ‘hanging out’ with his peers. He was 

charged for theft while trying to steal to fund his gambling.  
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A female respondent (case 11), whose mother was charged for drug offence and died 

three years later, had to live on her own, since her father went away and her elder 

brother also worked away from home. At 17 years old she did not have any family 

member to take care of her. She ran away with peers and started committing theft to 

fund clubbing and drinking. Her circumstances are described below:  

‘Since my mother was charged for a drug offence, then died later, I have no one 

to lean on. I felt so disheartened, and then I went away from home… If my mother 

was still alive, I would never have got into so much trouble.’ (Female, 17, case 11) 

A male respondent (case 8), when talking about his offending behaviours, claimed that 

family was the cause for his offending. Further questions revealed that he used family 

difficulties as an excuse, since he was charged for using illegal drugs repeatedly. As 

his father was also charged for drugs offence, it is suggested that the father’s offending 

behaviours somehow influenced his child’s perception of crime. He explained his 

circumstances as follows:  

‘I felt disheartened since my dad was charged for drug offence… since then I start 

using drugs with friends…it makes me feel happy and relaxed’ (Male, 16, case 8) 

In another case, although they did not express the emotional effect directly, the young 

person described how their family circumstances influenced their emotional life: 

‘Since my dad died and my mother married another man, I didn’t want to go 

back home anymore. I live with my elder sister, but she didn’t take care of me 

because she has her own family with children…I often went away for a few 

months, even when I came back, I didn’t stay at home…’ (Male, 19, case 57) 

Although family difficulties formed a considerable part of the young peoples’ 

explanations of their offending behaviours, they also spoke of how the upbringing 

by their parents influenced their behaviours. For instance, a young girl (case 26) 

who was living in comfortable family conditions found problems coping with her 

circumstances, despite her parents having taken very good care of her and their 

financial circumstance being considered well off compared to others. She 

explained her situation thus:  

‘My parents give me too much indulgence. They take care of me but in improper 

way. Although they go with me to school every day, and often pick me up after 

class but they never know who I play with, where I go, even when I skip class 

regularly…my parents give me everything I ask for without asking me why I need 

it…when I failed, my parents didn’t know how to deal with, then they sent me to 

this institution52… They never talked to me, never asked me what I really want. 

I think they spent too much time on making money.’ (Female 17, case 26) 

                                                 
52 Although sending young offender to an institution is a punishment operated by the criminal justice 

system, there is the case that young people who are considered troubled are sent to the institution 

voluntarily by their parents or carers. The same case is also applied to drugs addicts.    
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Poor parenting was also presented in different forms by the young people: ‘Because 

my dad is alcohol addicted, he did not spend time to take care of me, he never knows 

even when I skip school to hang out with friends’ (Male, case 17); or ‘I often argue 

with my mum, because of that I ran away and spend time on playing game’ (Male 

15, case 52). A female respondent, was charged for theft several times; although her 

father acknowledged the situation, he did not effectively attempt to change the 

situation because, ‘my mum died early, my dad was too busy at work; no one had 

taken care of me’. (Female 13, case 13). 

Only in some cases, did young people merely say about either poor parenting or family 

difficulties that influenced their behaviour. Most of the time other factors emerged 

alongside family problems in shaping their problem behaviours. These included: 

enticement with peers, wanting to try new things, or being addicted to games For 

instance, a young male (case 5) whose father died when he was eleven, lived with his 

mother and stepfather. He stated that his stepfather never cared about him, and his 

mother often used physical punishment on him. He dropped out from school when he 

was twelve, and most of the time he stayed at home and played online games.  He stole 

money repeatedly from his mother for game tokens. He said about his offending: ‘… I 

think game addicted is cause to my offending behaviour, since my parents did not 

spend much time to take care of me’ (Male, 14).  

In the other cases in the family problems domain, when young people were asked 

which of the factors were most important, most neither made a clear distinction nor 

could decide which factors were more important than others. They tended to make 

balanced statements about the importance of different factors that had most 

influenced their lives. On the other hand, those who were able to give explanation 

about the influence of family circumstances on their offending behaviour, claimed 

that the lack of parent attention allowed them to do whatever they liked without any 

adjustment. From these points of view, respondents’ attitudes were divided into two 

main streams: family problems were explanations for their offences; and because of 

family problems, they had been intent to deviate from mainstream behaviours to gain 

the attention of their parents or carers. 
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7.3.  Staff perspectives on what influenced young peoples’ offending behaviours  

By seeking staff perceptions on the matter, the influence of different factors for youth 

offending were assessed from an objective viewpoint. These views are believed to be 

more objective compared to young offenders’ perspectives obtained through 

questionnaire survey and interviews. Furthermore, experience of supervising young 

offenders and understanding of young peoples’ circumstances gave these supervisors 

the ability to explain some of the issues involved. Interview with staff identified five 

different domains of factors that associated with youth offending, according to staff 

opinion, including family problems, community factors, peers group influences, 

individual circumstances, and school related factors. The information gathered from the 

interviews are summarised and presented in the following subsections. 

7.3.1. Family problems 

All but one of the staff interviewees (33 people, 97%) considered family circumstances 

to be the most important factor that impacted on young people in term of committing 

crime. The most common responses to mention family were disadvantaged family 

circumstances (i.e. family breakdown, poverty and criminality) and poor parenting (i.e. 

lack of supervision and care, or too much indulgence). The role of family was strongly 

emphasised in various ways, as follows:  

‘According to our internal statistics about young offender’s circumstances, the 

proportion of young people lived in a disadvantaged family circumstance is 

significantly high…’  

Some staff described the issue as such: 

 ‘I think youth offending comes from those responsible for personality 

development of a child, which is family, that have problem [i.e. family 

breakdown or bad behaving by parents [criminality, alcohol misuse or violence] 

have negative influences on young people…’ 

‘In my experience, I think the fundamental influence for young people is the 

family circumstances. The examples include: parents broke up, child with 

unknown father, being abandoned; criminality parents, or dead by accident; 

lack of care from parents, or even never care about their child. There’re many 

case young people left home since they were very young. They went to city centre 

and join gang group for living…’ 
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In one case, the interviewee not only mentioned the importance of the family factor, but 

also asserted its relative importance with other factors, such as peer group influence:   

‘The role of family is the most important. We cannot blame peer influence for 

young peoples’ behaviours. Without family supervision and care, young people 

will certainly follow their peer.’  

The impact of not living with parents on young people was explained thus: 

‘Children although were taken care by grandparents or relatives but didn’t have 

affection as from their parents.’ 

‘In many case, young people don’t live with their parents… although living with 

relatives, such as aunts or uncles, but there’re discrimination between them and 

their cousins, thus they have to try to live on their own…’ 

One member of staff accused parents for lacking responsibility in bringing up a child: 

 ‘Parents are responsible for the problematic of their children. They gave birth 

to their children but don’t take care and properly brought up, when their 

children became delinquent, they put responsible on the society.’  

The typical explanation for lacking care and supervision for young people was 

described as follows:  

‘Parents were too busy to take care for their children.’ 

‘The fundamental cause for youth offending is family: parents were too busy for 

working and earning money… thus didn’t have time to take care for their 

children. When young people committed antisocial behaviours, they were unable 

to manage and correct…’ 

Poor parenting was seen as a considerable risk for offending, when influenced by other 

factors, such as peer enticement or imitation, and would lead to delinquency.  

 ‘The cause for offending is mainly the lack of care and proper bringing up from 

family. Young people at that age were unable to think properly before doing 

things, because of imitation that lead to wrong behaviours. They are almost 

unable to acknowledge the consequence of their behaviours.’ 

The examples of poor parenting were described by staff as follows: 

‘There’s also too much indulgence from parents but lack of supervision that lead 

to young people delinquency.’ 
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 ‘There were some cases that parents didn’t know how or unable to deal with 

their problematic child, so they even recommend the institution to extent the 

incarcerating period.’ 

 ‘There is discrimination between male and female child within family, where 

male child have more indulgence from parents. This made young people feel 

their bond to family is not close.’  

The role of the father in a family was emphasised:  

 ‘In family, the role of father is more important than mother. The minority of 

mother were able to properly bring up children on their own. Parents are able 

to correct children’s behaviours only if they have credibility to their child. 

Otherwise, if parents also acted antisocially, the chance that they can change 

children’s behaviours is low.’  

Although the family problems identified were universal across the sample, there were 

differences between regions according to different social economic condition. Some 

respondents explained the differences as thus:  

‘Parents have misperception about bringing up a child. They though earning 

enough money for living is more important than spend time take care for 

children.’  

In other cases, the problematic behaviours of young people were also caused by parents 

misunderstanding legal regulations: 

‘Even their parents don’t have proper understanding about the law that lead to 

their children’s misbehaving without proper correction. There’re some cases 

that young peoples ‘parents argued with institution’s staff that the punishment 

for their child was too tough.’  

Other issues within family domains were also mentioned. These included: parents 

consider education is not as important as living conditions; arguments in the family; 

parents not getting on well with their children; violence in family; the way parents dealt 

with young peoples’ wrong behaviours being more violent; and lack of flexibility.  

 Overall, when asked about influential factors for youth offending, almost all 

participants cited family problems as the most important one. In their view, family was 

the fundamental root for developing a young person’s personality and behaviours. 

Problems in family were assumed to have considerable impact on young people in 

numerous ways. Staff also gave explanations based on their experiences of young 

people in different circumstances, as well as their understanding about cultural 

differences between regions across the country.  
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7.3.2. Community related factors 

For staff, apart from the significant impact of the family environment, other factors 

believed to be important influences for youth offending included: cultural and 

geographical differences, the perception of local authorities toward young offenders, 

and other negative factors like drugs, alcohol. As shown in Appendix F (p. 243), nearly 

half of the interviewees (15 cases, 44.1%) cited community problems as risk factors 

for juvenile delinquency. Approaching the impact of the community environment from 

a general view, one member of staff recognised the geographical differences that could 

explain the risk for offending: 

‘The social environment and the area where young people live is also an 

important factor… those who lived in remote, or mountainous areas were unable 

to conceive the legal regulation.’ 

The regional differences between where young people used to live were also portrayed 

in cultural aspects. For example, the Southwest region stood out as a distinctive area 

with unique characteristics that lead to differences in culture and behaviours of young 

people. According to one member of staff from Long An: 

‘The influence of alcohol in Southwest area is considerable. Because of 

geographical characteristics [low-level plain above sea level, consists a maze of 

canals and rivers], the consumption of alcohol is relatively high. Household 

violence, thus, is common in this area. Most young people experienced alcohol 

influence at very early age…’ 

‘This is because the social economic in the Southwest region is poorer, compare 

to other regions or cities. Most people have to work in other regions far away 

from home, thus they were unable to take care for their children.’ 

Most of the staff interviewed were of the opinion that the impact of negative aspects of 

the social environment on young people was considerable. The fast transformation of 

society posed new potential problems such as drug use, alcohol consumption, and the 

availability of social media. Some respondents mentioned the role of local authorities in 

dealing with young offenders, indicating that in dealing with young offenders, the focus 

is more on administration rather than deterrence. This led to the inefficient operation of 

the social organisation and a lack of training about legal knowledge at the local 

community level. For that reason, one member of staff said:  
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 ‘Two years of incarcerating is just a short period of time, it’s not enough for 

totally change one’s personality or behaviours. The number of young people 

back to mainstream society after released is limited…’  

Expanding on that statement, other staff added that discrimination from local 

authorities prevented young offenders from reintegrating into the community after 

their release from the institution. For example, they were not provided with adequate 

jobs opportunities. One interviewee described it as follows:   

 ‘…almost of those who when released from the institutions were not accepted 

by family and community; consequently, when they have opportunity to gather 

with negative peers, they will easily go back to delinquency.’  

7.3.3. Peer group influences 

In about two out of five (38.2%) cases, staff interviewees viewed the peer group as a 

significant influential factor on young people. For most, peer group influence was 

considered as the follow-up issues or secondary issues, which could only affect young 

peoples’ behaviours when the bond between them and their family was low. The 

distinction between staff and young offenders was clear, with young people mostly 

blaming peer influence for their problems. For staff, on the other hand, peer groups 

could only have a significant effect on young peoples’ choice of offending when 

parents’ supervision was not sufficiently close. As mentioned earlier in the family-

related factors domain, the lack of care from parents, or discrimination between 

children in a family (often in the cases of children living with carers other than their 

parents),  made young people feel left out. Thereafter, relationships with peer groups 

were the only connection between them and the social life. Joining a peer group, 

therefore, was linked to a potential for the criminalisation of young people: 

‘They were enticed by peer and committed co-offence… because they don’t have 

money to spend on group activities, thus they have to steal. First, they steal minor 

things, then they go on and stealing became habits… when joining a peer group, 

there’s growing financial needs for common behaviours, such as gathering and 

drinking alcohol.’ 
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7.3.4. Individual circumstances 

The views on the influences of individual circumstances for young people were varied. 

About one third (12 cases, 35.3%) of the staff interviewed viewed individual 

circumstances as an important factor for youth offending. This proportion is similar to 

that of young people (31.6%). According to staff responses, problematic young people 

shared some common characteristics, despite coming from different backgrounds and 

having different personalities. Staff viewed young people as unable to acknowledge the 

consequences of their behaviours. Those who came from specific areas were considered 

to: be more ruffian-like and difficult to restore (such as being members of a gang); more 

likely to have tattoos for self-expression; used illegal drugs for self-expression; and 

behaved badly and defiantly to get attention. Most respondents emphasised the 

developmental period in which young people were at the time they committed offences, 

and how young offenders tended to ape adult behaviours without any proper filtering.  

 ‘Young people have the desire for self-expression, with the addition of enticement 

from their peer. They are easily involving in unwholesome activities with peer 

group. This is also a major course for crime.’  

Staff also considered that, although involved in criminal activities, some 

problematic juveniles found it difficult to stay out of trouble; they acknowledged 

their wrongdoing, but did not know of a way to stop or get out. Since the effects of 

previously mentioned risk factors were significant, young people were ‘pushed’ to 

get involved in criminality. For some of the staff, the negative influences from the 

community in these cases were the most important.  

7.3.5. School-related factors  

One of the clear distinctions between staff and young peoples’ perspectives was the 

recognition of the role of school or education in youth delinquency. While no youth 

interviewees mentioned school effects on their offending behaviours, about one in four 

staff interviewed (26.5%) cited school-related problems as potential issues that 

increase the likelihood of offending. These school-related problems varied between, 

dropping out from school at early stages, to being unable to afford education because 

of deprivation; with the latter also resulting in early drop out from school. From the 

perspective of these members of staff, young people who do not have proper education 

were most likely to lack understanding about legal responsibility. Furthermore, being 

poorly-educated, combined with potential risks from the community, caused a 

misguided perception about offending behaviours. 
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Explaining the negative impacts that school had on young people, staff argued that 

negative aspects of education management within local authorities, resulted in the 

tendency of schools to exclude troublesome young people. In different areas, 

education levels also varied. For example, the education level in the Southwest was 

low, leading to a lack of knowledge about legal legislation among young people in 

this region, compared to other areas.  

7.3.6. Other factors: game addiction, homelessness, alcohol and unemployment  

There were also other factors mentioned by staff, including game addiction, alcohol 

influence, homelessness or vagrancy, and unemployment (Figure 7.2). The majority 

of respondents did not commonly cite these factors. For those who considered gaming 

to be an important factor, game addiction affected young people in both direct and 

indirect ways. On the one hand, youth offending was caused by: the availability of 

gaming services; lack of control in amusement areas for young people; and the 

availability of unwholesome entertainment resources without proper control. On the 

other hand, addiction to games affected offending behaviours as follows:  

‘Gaming has a considerable impact. For playing game, young people need both 

time and money. The more they play the more money they need. If they don’t 

have enough money to cover the expense, they will steal it.’ 

‘Those young people were too absorbed in gaming so that they steal money from 

other people.’ 

 ‘…in some cases of young people who had disadvantages circumstances, such 

as poverty, or homeless, vagrancy, find the institution is better place to live than 

where they live before. They even cannot afford rice for their meals; they have 

to eat sweet potatoes or manioc instead.’ 

‘There’re numbers of young people who are orphans and homeless, they have to 

steal for their living.’ 
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7.4. The relative importance of different factors on youth offending from young 

people's and staff’s perspectives 

7.4.1. The relative importance of different factors from young peoples’ perspective 

Figure 7.1 illustrates the pattern of young peoples’ self-statement about the relative 

importance of factors that they considered negatively influenced their behaviours. Young 

people often cited more than one factor in the interview, however, in order to make the 

factors comparable in the analysis; factors mentioned were counted individually. According 

to the figure, peer group influences appeared to be the most common factor mentioned by 

those who were interviewed, followed by the individual’s situation, game addictedness, 

family problems, and the influence of alcohol, vagrancy and unemployment. About 40% of 

young offenders claimed that they committed crime because of peer group influences. These 

included: peer enticement, being aroused by group behaviours and involvement in gangs. 

Nearly one third (31.6%) of respondents recognized personal situations as influential. These 

included: imitation, personal needs, wanting to try new things, or preferring to play 

mainstream activities. Game addictedness and family problems were also defined by young 

people as significant influential factors for offending, with 27.6% and 23.5%, respectively. 

The influence of alcohol (13.3%) was mentioned mostly by those who committed public 

offences. Other factors including vagrancy or unemployment; although cited, they only 

accounted for a small proportion - 4% and 2%, respectively.  

Figure 7.1: Summary of young offenders’ statements about the most influential 

factors for offending   
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In relation to the key arguments about the factors that influenced main types of 

offending behaviours, young people tended to blame peer influence or themselves to 

as the cause of their offending. The evidence gained from the interviews suggested 

that young people were more likely to behave according to how they perceived the 

situation rather than be influenced by external factors (such as family problems). For 

example, the desire to gain money for personal needs or for gaming were based much 

more on young peoples’ personal choice rather than being affected by outside 

influences. On the one hand, for those young people, factors including peer group 

influence, individual situations, and game addictedness were perceived to be their 

main problems. They were, however, unable to explain how these factors affected their 

behaviours. On the other hand, for most of those who claimed family problems as the 

most influential factor, it appeared that they acknowledged the difficulties of their 

situations and could describe how seriously these problems could affect their 

emotional life and behaviours. Therefore, they were looking for alternative pleasures 

to fulfil their needs of parental care.   

In some cases, it could be argued that young people, regardless of different background 

and demographic characteristics, were able to make choices of behaviours (e.g. in 

cases of those who had family problems and wanted to draw attention from parents). 

In some situations, however, where there were significant influences, they tended to 

act antisocially, particularly in relation to committing theft. These influences included: 

addiction to games or strong negative peer group influences. Interestingly, school or 

educational related factors were not mentioned by any of those who participated in the 

interviews, although 64 out of 98 interviewees stated that they had dropped out or been 

excluded at a very early stage (Appendix F). This suggests that bonding to school is 

not considered important by young people, which was consistent with the findings 

from the questionnaire survey.  

7.4.2. The relative importance of different factors from staff’s perspective 

This section summarizes staff perception about influential factors for youth offending. 

When answering question about the risk factors for offending behaviour among young 

people, interviewees tended to cite more than one factor in order of importance. For 

comparative analysis, factors presented were counted individually and unordered. 

Figure 7.2, below, illustrates the pattern of staff perception about the relative 

importance of risk factors for youth offending. Figure 7.2 shows a comparison between 

young peoples’ and staff perceptions about negative influences for youth offending.  
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Figure 7.2: Summary of staff statements about the most influential factors for 

youth offending  
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Figure 7.3: Staff perceptions about factors that influence youth offending (%) 

 

The most notable finding was that community and school-related factors, while not 

quoted by any of the young people interviewed, were mentioned by a substantial 

proportion of staff. Game addiction was believed to be an important influence to a 
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from the staff perspective. Other factors that shared similar patterns were peer group 
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The account given by staff portrays a different perspective to that of young people. For 

almost all of the staff, family was seen as the fundamental root of child development, 

especially for those considered problematic. Perceptions of the  deficiency of parental care 

and supervision of young people was seen as the cause for a loose family bond with 

children. The majority of staff made clear distinctions between family influences and other 

factors, which they considered ‘secondary influences’. These included: community 

factors, peer group influences, individual circumstances, school-related factors, gaming 

and the influence of  alcohol.  In sum, while young people tend to blame peer group 

influences or themselves for their offending, staff often referred to the influence of the 

environment in which young people lived. From the staff point of view, the majority of 

young offenders incarcerated in the four institutions had family problems, such as family 

breakdown or poor parenting. Other factors – including living in poor socio-economic 

areas, or early drop out from school – were thought to relate  to a poor understanding of 

the law (and by implication the consequences of breaking the law).  

Staff and young offenders’ perceptions shared some similarities when it came to the 

importance of peer group influence and individual circumstances and their relation 

to juvenile offending behaviours. However, while these two factor domains were the 

most important influences for young people, most of the staff thought that these were 

of secondary importance.  Staff tended to believe that  if family bonds were not 

broken or loosened, these latter issues could not affect young people. Furthermore, 

staff believed that negative factors within the community, without proper control 

from local communities, were very influential when it came to young people 

becoming involved in offending behaviours.  

In the next chapter, the research findings will be discussed further, along with the 

evidence presented in the quantitative data analysis (Chapter 6). Thereafter the relative 

importance of different factors from different perspective will be considered. 
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CHAPTER 8: DISCUSSION AND IMPLICATIONS FOR 

INTERVENTION 

Summary:  

The purpose of this chapter is threefold.  Firstly the research findings are discussed in 

order to further understand the pattern of different factors and youth offending in 

Vietnam.  Secondly, this chapter reviews the research findings in relation to the key 

theoretical explanations put forward in Chapter 3.  Thirdly, the implications of the 

research findings for Vietnamese youth justice policy are considered. 

8.1. Background  

In the previous section, a comprehensive overview  of the influence of different factors 

on youth offending in Vietnam was presented. These influences were investigated 

through the collection of both quantitative and qualitative data. The first two findings 

chapters (Chapters 5 and 6 respectively) presented the development of the quantitative 

measurement of individual factors, which ultimately established the relative 

importance of those factors for different types of youth crime in Vietnam. Chapter 7 

further explored the perceptions of young offenders and staff. By giving young people 

a chance to talk about their own problems, this research was able to gain different 

insights into the relative importance of different factors from their perspectives. 

Furthermore, staff  perspectives differed from those of the young people interviewed, 

which allowed the research to not only validate itself, but also add  more  in-depth  

understanding of the research problem. The research findings are reviewed and 

discussed in the following sections. 

8.2. Key findings: pattern of individual/social factors - youth offending 

relationship in Vietnam  

This section summarizes and discusses the findings in relation to the current literature. 

The discussion that follows will draw on the findings from the national survey and 

interviews with young people and staff . The two methods (questionnaire survey and 

in-depth interviews) used in the research will be compared in order to draw a 

comprehensive overview of the relative importance of different factors for youth 

offending in Vietnam. Additionally, the similarities and differences between staff and 

young offenders’ perceptions about the influence of those factors that relate young 

people’s offending behaviour will be assessed. 
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8.2.1. Descriptive analysis of the national survey  

Chapter 5 presented the descriptive overview of respondents to the survey. The 

characteristics of the sample varied across institutions. For instance, there were different 

patterns of types of offence across the four institutions, and differences were found in 

the types of crime committed by gender (see more in Chapter 5). Table 8.1 overleaf  

summarizes the Chi-square test results on whether observed differences are significant 

within the data sample in relation to types of offence, gender,  area of residence, or region 

of origin (as indicated by the location of the educational institution), and the 

factors/personal difficulties perceived by young people.    

According to Table 8.1 the differences in the proportion of male and female offenders 

between institutions and different types of crime were significant. While the average 

proportions of male and female offenders in the whole survey are 96.3% and 3.7%, 

respectively, the distribution varies across institutions. In Chapter 5, there were clear 

differences in patterns by type of offending within institution and across the four 

institutions. For example, the rate of theft was greatest in Ninh Binh, whereas public 

crime and serious crime were more common in Long An and Dong Nai, respectively. 

These differences were confirmed to be statistically significant (see Table 8.1), which 

suggests more in-depth investigation needs to be carried out into the differences 

between provinces and regions in Vietnam in order to explain the influences on youth 

offending from a socio-economic perspective.  

The experiences of individual difficulties were considerably different by gender, 

institution, and type of crime. There were differences in the way males and females 

perceived difficulties in their lives, yet these differences were only found to be 

significant amongst those: who experienced household violence; had ever run away; 

and, those living with their parents. According to the findings in Chapter 5, females 

were more likely to experience household violence and run away from home, 

compared to male offenders. 
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Table 8.1: Summary of Chi-square test for differences in perception between  

gender, institution, and types of crime 

 Gender Institutions Types of crime 

Gender N/A     
Institutions   N/A   
Types of crime     N/A 

Ever lived in care      
Lived with parents        
Criminality in family       
Alcohol misuse in family       
Drug misuse in family      
Household violence       
Ever runaway      
Ever been homeless       
Ever skipped school      
Ever excluded from school      
Ever played game online       
Ever used illegal drug       

 : significant differences between categories at individual level  

There were differences between young people across institutions in relation to 

experiencing individual difficulties. These differences were found to be significant for 

all except three factors - drug misuse in the family, household violence, and those who 

had ever runaway (Table 8:.1). This finding somewhat contradicts those at the 

individual level above (i.e. gender differences). Nonetheless, it appears that there are 

significant differences between young people originating from the different regions in 

Vietnam, in relation to the types of problems they have. Young people from Ninh Binh 

have a higher possibility of involvement in theft, while public crime is more likely in 

Long An institutions (see Table 5.1). This finding once again confirms the significant 

influence of area factors (i.e. institution/regions) in the profile of youth offending in 

different parts of Vietnam. In other words, the use of multilevel analysis (presented in 

Chapter 7) worked well in this study.  

In relation to different types of crime, the influence of social factors was also found to 

be distinctively different. All but four factors, namely, ‘ever lived in care’,’ household 

violence’, ‘ever skipped school’, and ’ever been excluded from school’, were 

perceived differently in relation to theft, public crime and serious crime. According to 

which, the influence of family circumstances (such as criminality, drug and alcohol 

misuse), gaming or substance use are perceived differently by those convicted of the 

different crimes ( theft, public crime and serious crime, see Table 5.1). These factors 

would be useful as a basis for further research. 
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8.2.2. Findings from the national survey: multilevel models  

In Chapter 7, the multilevel models were established in order to examine the relative 

importance of different factors in relation to the likelihood of committing an 

individual offence (specifically theft, public crime, and serious crime) at two levels 

(individual level and province level). Twenty-eight variables were included in the 

analysis, four of which (variables 1 to 4) were demographic characteristics. Twelve 

variables (factors 17 to 28) were produced through Principal Components Analysis 

(see Chapter 6). The patterns of factors associated with specific offences (theft, 

public crime, and serious crime) are presented in Table 8.2 (overleaf), which 

summarises the results of multilevel logistic regression, which examined the impact 

of specific factors on youth offending. Table 8.2 only includes factors that 

significantly predicted youth offending (either increasing or decreasing the 

likelihood). The factors presented in Table 8.3  (overleaf) were sorted by order of 

importance, which is based on the power of predictability (i.e. the scales of odds 

ratio) of the corresponding factors produced through multilevel analysis. 

8.2.2.1. Factors associated with committing theft 

In Chapter 7, the multilevel models analysed the social factors-theft association and 

found that incarceration in the institution because of theft is less likely to occur in 

Dong Nai and Long An, in comparison with Ninh Binh, and theft is more common 

among those in the 15 to 17 years old age group. Young people who have experienced 

family problems such as alcohol misuse in the family, homelessness or had the 

influence of being involved with gaming, were more likely to commit theft. The 

findings about family-related problems (such as alcohol misuse and homelessness) are 

consistent with other studies about the important influence of family with young 

people in Asian cultures (Le et al., 2005; Le & Wallen, 2006). Young offenders, who 

spent more than two hours per day playing games in a store, or in public areas, were 

assumed to be relatively neglected (or at least not properly supervised) by their parents 

or carers in the Vietnamese context. Although the relative lack of parents’ care and 

supervision may make young people more vulnerable to adverse influences offending, 

it is not sufficient on its own to explain why young people committed theft. 
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Table 8.2: Summary of multilevel models: the relative importance of different 

factors in predicting youth offending 

Item Domain (1) Theft 
(n=1,374) 

Public 
crime 

(n=386) 

Serious 
crime 

(n=124) 
1.  Age group D       
2.  Gender D    
3.  Ethnicity D    
4.  Education level D     
5.  Ever lived in care IC    
6.  Not living with parents IC    
7.  Criminality in family IC    
8.  Alcohol misuse in family IC      
9.  Drug misuse in family IC    
10.  Household violence  IC    
11.  Ever runaway IC    
12.  Ever been homeless IC      
13.  Ever skipped school IC    
14.  Ever excluded from school IC    
15.  Ever played game online IC      
16.  Ever used illegal drug IC     
17.  Family bond  F    
18.  Family communication  F    
19.  Positive family communication  F    
20.  Family supervision  F    
21.  Family relationship  F    
22.  School connectedness  S    
23.  Bullying at school  S     
24.  Community bond  C    
25.  ASB in neighbourhood  C    
26.  Community safety  C    
27.  Criminal acquaintances  C     
28.  Negative attitudes toward 

community  
C    

Notes:  
(1) (D) Demographic characteristics; (IC) Individual circumstances; (F) Family factors;  

              (S)School related factors; (C) Community, drugs, and media factors 
(2)  : Factor increases 

criminal behaviour  
 : Factor decreases  criminal behaviour  
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Table 8.3: The association between different factors and types of crime (sorted 

by order of importance) 

Type of crime Factor increases Criminal 
behaviour 

Factor decreases Criminal 
behaviour  

Theft 
(n=1,374) 

 Ever played game online  
 Belong to 15-17 age group 
 Homelessness 
 Alcohol misuse in family 

 Middle school education  
 

Public crime  
(i.e. physical assault, public 

disorder)  
(n=386) 

 Older age group (18 and over) 
 Criminal acquaintances 

o Ever played game online  
o Bullying at school 

Serious crime 
 (i.e. rape, robbery, murder)  

(n=124) 

  Older age group (i.e. 15-
17 and over 18) 
 Homeless 
 Alcohol misuse in family 

N= 2,009 

Table 8.3 shows the relative importance of identified factors  associated with theft. The 

influence of gaming appears to be the most important factor related to theft, followed 

by the age of  the young offender (15-17), homelessness, and alcohol misuse in the 

family. This finding is consistent with the overall statistical profiling of young 

offenders previously mentioned in Chapter 5. This  showed the proportion of young 

people who committed theft was 70.9% while those who were involved in gaming 

accounted for 78.2% of the population. In other words, it is reasonable to claim that 

gaming might be considered to be one of the more important factors associated with 

theft amongst young offenders in Vietnam.  

Additionally, homelessness or family problems (such as alcohol misuse)  are likely 

to compound the financial problems of  young people  who do not have ready access 

to  the financial support of a family but need and want money- both  to meet their 

subsistence needs as well as play on-line games and so on. It is interesting that having 

positive influences, such as being educated  up to middle school level, significantly 

decreased the likelihood of committing theft. The higher the level of education 

(middle school upwards), the less likely it was that young people got involved in 

property crime. As noted  in Chapter 7, low school achievement  is a very real 

problem for young people in Vietnam. Another interesting finding is that young people 

who admitted to using illegal drugs or alcohol were less likely to commit theft, 

suggesting that drugs/alcohol problems might lead to other types of offence, such as 

public disorder or robbery, rather than theft. 
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8.2.2.2. Factors associated with committing public crime 

There are different patterns in the association between different factors and public crime. 

Young people in Dong Nai and Long An were two to three times more likely to be 

charged for public crime, compared to those living in Ninh Binh. Public offences were 

also found to occur more frequently amongst the older age group (18 years old and over). 

Public disorder and physical assault were about three times more likely to be committed 

by this group (see Chapter 7). Interestingly, being influenced by criminal acquaintances 

also increased the likelihood of public crime, suggesting that these types of crime often 

involve a group of young people or peers, who may have known each other or live in 

the same community or neighbourhood. Furthermore, young people who were involved 

in gaming or who had been bullied at school had less involvement in public crime, 

suggesting that public offences often involve young people who are more socially active 

outside the sphere of on-line gaming (who have more active involvement with peers in 

public spaces and so on). These indicators, however, are insufficient to draw conclusions 

about the cause of public order offences in this research. The issue will be explored in 

more depth in the following subsection, where the perceptions of young offenders and 

staff will be reviewed in order to identify further explanations.  

Age was the most important influence for public offences, followed by influences from 

acquaintances (Table 8.3). These findings confirm the influence of both the personal 

development of young people, as well as the cultural differences between provinces or 

regions across the country, in relation to the commission of public crime. While on-line 

gaming influences predicted the increased likelihood of committing theft, being involved 

in gaming was found to decrease the likelihood of involvement in  public offences. 

Interestingly, those who experienced bullying at school were found to be less likely to 

commit acts of public disorder. These results suggest that there was a clear distinction 

between offenders who committed theft and those charged for public offences. It indicates 

that the commission of certain crimes (such as theft or public offences) might be 

influenced by other factors that were not measured in this research. 
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8.2.2.3. Factors associated with committing serious crime 

The analysis in Chapter 7 on factors associated with those who committed serious 

crimes showed that murder, rape or robbery were more likely to be committed by 

offenders who belonged to the younger age group (12 to 14 years old), compared to 

the other two older age categories (15 to 17, and 18 years old and over). This finding 

is consistent with the punishment policy applied to young people who commit serious 

crime, such as murder or robbery, but who are under the age of criminal responsibility 

(see Chapter 2). According to this policy, individuals charged with serious crime but 

aged under 14 years old, are sent to an educational institution rather than  prison. 

Experiencing alcohol misuse in the family and homelessness was less frequent, not 

associated  with, and did not explain serious crime - a finding that cannot be explained 

by the data collected in this study. There was no difference between regions in 

predicting serious crime, because of the lack of information at a higher level 

(provincial) and the small sample size for these types of crime. 

8.2.3. Findings from interviews with young people and staff 

As already noted, interviews with young people (N=98) and staff (N=34) focused on 

gaining more insights into their perceptions of the relative importance of different 

factors and offending behaviour. Table 8.4 (overleaf) illustrates the main factors 

mentioned by young people and staff in interviews, sorted by order of importance. 

There are considerable differences in the pattern of factors highlighted by staff and 

young people. The most notable difference is that community and school-related 

factors were not quoted by any of the young people interviewed, whereas these 

factors account for a substantial proportion of  the staff responses (Table 8.4). While 

family problems were considered to be the most important factors from the staff 

perspective (97% of staff cited ‘family problems’ in the interviews), only one out of 

four young offenders (23.5%) shared this view. Although the influence of on-line 

gaming was believed to be important to a quarter of the young people interviewed 

(27.6%), it was not thought to have an important influence on offending  by staff. 

Other factors that showed less difference when the views of young people and staff 

were compared included: peer group influence, individual circumstances, the 

infleucne of alcohol and unemployment.  
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Table 8.4: Perception about the  most important factors related to youth 

offending: Comparative view between young offenders and staff (sorted by 

order of importance) 

Young offenders (N= 98) % Staff (N= 34) % 

 Peer group influence 
 Individual problems 
 Gaming influence 
 Family problems 
 Alcohol influences 
 Vagrancy, homeless 
 Unemployment 

39.8 
31.6 
27.6 
23.5 
13.3 

4.0 
2.0 

 Family problems 
 Community related problems* 
 Peer group influences 
 Individual problems 
 School related problems* 
 Alcohol influences 
 Vagrancy, homeless 
 Gaming influence 
 Unemployment 

97.0 
44.1 
38.2 
35.3 
26.5 
11.8 
11.8 

8.8 
2.9 

*: not mentioned by young people 

When talking about their circumstances, young people tended to blame peer group 

influence or themselves for their behaviour.   Young people characterised the influence 

of peers as peer enticement or peer imitation. For those who claimed that peer group 

influence was important, most cases involved activities such as gathering in public 

places and drinking alcohol, hanging around in shopping centres or amusement areas, 

and so on.  For those who focused on themselves as individuals, some talked about 

personality and individual temperament, such as their own aggressive behaviour, 

inability to control their temper, desire to try new things;  when  they were asked to 

talk about what influenced their  offending behaviour. In contrast to the survey findings 

in which a considerable  proportion of young people (78.2%) stated  that they spent 

lots of time playing online games, only one out of four (27.6%) interviewees thought 

gaming was an important influence on their offending. Family problems were not 

considered as important as peer group influences and their personal problems, by the 

young offenders (Table 8.4), perhaps because some were estranged from their families 

and felt separate from any problems their family of origin might have. The influence 

of alcohol was cited mostly by those who had committed public offences.  

Professional staff, on the other hand, had different views about the most important 

factors related to youth crime. They often referred to external influences on individual 

young people such as family problems, community-related problems, and school-

related problems and so on.  A very similar proportion of staff and young people, 

however, cited peer group influences as an important factor (see Table 8.4). All but 

one member of staff perceived family problems to be the most important factor for 
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youth offending. Young people were described by staff as living in families in which 

relationships had broken down or in which there was poor parenting (characterised by 

neglect, lack of supervision and care, and/or too much indulgence). According to staff, 

family was the fundamental foundation for young peoples’ development and therefore 

an important influence on their offending behaviour.  This view suggests that without 

an appropriate level of supervision  and care from parents, young people are more 

likely to offend in Vietnam, as is the case in the UK and elsewhere (Hayden, 2011; Le 

et al., 2005; Le & Wallen, 2006).  It is argued that the concept of  ‘too much indulgence’ 

is not an issue typically highlighted in Western research. However, it is the cultural 

differences between Vietnam and the UK and other countries, where the role of family 

have a particularly significant influence on the development of an individual 

throughout the life-course. Traditionally in families in Vietnam, children are 

considered to be the centre of the family and are likely to receive attention and care 

from  wider family member. The rapid changes due to increased industrialization, as 

well as globalization, have changed this situation in some families – particularly those 

families in which parents leave their children behind in rural areas, in order to make a 

better living in urban areas.  In effect some children are left behind with older relatives 

(often grandparents), some of whom  may find it difficult to supervise and discipline 

their grandchildren (and other young relatives).  Some children are left to fend for 

themselves in rural areas and are not looked after by relatives.   

Nearly half the staff interviewed highlighted the importance of community-related 

problems such as socio-economic differences between provinces, regional differences, 

availability of unwholesome activities in the community, or the neglect of local 

authorities when young people were released from the educational institutions. One in 

four staff interviewed thought early dropout or school exclusion were important 

influential factors  related to the development of offending behaviour. This is well 

evidenced elsewhere in the world and again is suggestive of some similarities between 

Vietnamese youth and young people elsewhere in the world (Hayden & Martin, 2011). 

Interestingly, none of the young offenders interviewed cited either community 

problems or school-related problems as   factors that related to their offending. Another 

notable difference was the perception about the influence of on-line gaming. Only 

three members of staff (8.8%) stated that gaming was an important factor, whereas 

about a quarter of young offenders claimed gaming was one of the most important 

factors relating to their offending. 
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8.2.4. Triangulation: Evaluating data sources, methods, and types of analysis 

In Chapter 4, the epistemology of the research was discussed in order to clarify the mixed-

methods design  employed within this study. This set out how the central concern of  this 

research  which is to develop an understanding of youth offending in Vietnam  through 

profiling the factors in the background and circumstances of young people already 

convicted of a criminal offence. Specifically, it aims to understand the relative importance 

of key factors and youth offending in the Vietnamese context. In order to do this as 

meaningfully as possible on a national scale both quantitative and qualitative data 

collection methods were used.  

The strength of multilevel modeling in analysing quantitative data helped to establish 

the relative importance of factors at both the individual and province/regional levels, 

whereas interviews with young people and staff allowed for an exploration of the 

complexity of youth problems from these different perspectives. Furthermore, the 

findings from interviews added more insight into and helped validate the findings from 

the quantitative analysis. This triangulation strategy was employed to cross-validate the 

findings acquired from both quantitative and qualitative data collections. Accordingly, 

the advantages and limitations of each approach will be assessed. In addition, this section 

compares the findings gained from interviewing young people and staff with the 

intention of exploring the complexity of youth offending perceived from two different 

perspectives. By triangulating the findings between two different methods of data 

collection (triangulation between methods), and two different data sources (triangulation 

within method), this research intends to draw a comprehensive picture of understanding 

about the relative importance of key factors for youth offending in Vietnam. It is obvious 

from the analysis of findings that young people tended to respond differently about the 

relative importance of factors for youth crime depending on the data collection method 

used. The results of the questionnaire survey when subjected to multilevel analysis 

(Table 8..2) which showed that personal difficulties were associated with youth 

offending, whereas only two external factors (i.e. bullying at school and criminal peers 

influence) predicted youth offending. Family-related problems (such as alcohol misuse 

in the family, homelessness, and running away from home) and gaming influences were 

significantly associated with youth crime.  
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On the other hand, when young people were interviewed, they had a chance to talk 

about what they thought to be most important rather than being restricted by a set of 

closed questions. Hence, the findings gained from the interviews illustrated the views 

that really mattered to these young people. According to the interview findings, 

young people tend to cite peer group influence, individual problems, gaming 

influences, and family problems as the main reasons for their offending. The young 

people tried to explain their behaviour and often cited external influences by way of 

explanation for their wrongdoing. Some blamed either peer group influences or their 

lack of self-control for their behaviours.  In a few cases, the respondents who had 

experienced family difficulties  -  such as both parents had died, or they had been 

neglected by their parents, or they perceived they had been over-indulged and had 

lacked care and discipline - could give clear self-explanations on how their 

circumstances had affected their behaviour. For example, children who suffer from 

difficult family circumstances are often those that have parents who work away from 

home or even do not have time to take care for their child.  As already noted, the 

circumstances of individuals  in the interviews  reflect the current issues in many of 

Vietnamese families, where a  breakdown in relationships  has happened due to rapid 

industrialization and urbanization. 

In comparison, the interview findings relating to professional staff showed different 

views about what factors were most important. In contrast to the young interviewees, 

staff often referred to external and more generalized factors they thought affected young 

offenders’ behaviour, such as: family problems, community problems, peer group 

influences, and school-related problems. The factors in staff terms were broad, and could 

be grouped into domains, as illustrated by specific examples they gave. From the staff 

perspective, family was fundamental to a young person’s development and parents were 

responsible for the problematic direction taken by their child or children. Young people, 

from the staff perspective, were vulnerable to negative influences from both social and 

family environments, and the more they experienced difficulties and problems in early 

life, the more likely they were to become involved in offending.   

These differences in perception between the survey and interview findings, and 

between young people and staff, can possibly be explained in two ways: the differences 

in method applied; and, the differences in understanding and perception of young 

people and staff about offending behaviour. 
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In terms of the overall methodological approach taken, the different epistemologies 

underlying each method can influence the nature of the results. Questionnaire surveys 

seek to collect data that can be used to generalize responses by giving pre-coded options 

for each question posed. In this study, the information collected via the questionnaire 

survey illustrates the factors associated with  young people in Vietnam who have already 

been convicted of an offence. Hence, statistical analysis is assumed to portray the pattern 

of relationships represented for a large data sample rather than for the individual young 

offender. In that sense, the findings from quantitative analysis, although they have the 

ability to illustrate the comprehensive pattern of factors and offending relationships for 

the whole population, may not be applicable and consistent to all individual young 

people within that sample. Conversely, the interviews explored the individual’s 

circumstances and asked for perceptions about factors that they considered the most 

important for their own offending. Thus, interviewees tended to talk about what 

interested them most and related to their circumstances. The one-to-one interviews gave 

young people more chance to express how they perceived the issues and problems (or 

factors) associated with their offending. Consequently, the information gained from 

interviewing the young offenders was rich and consistent with individual circumstances, 

which added to the broader patterns presented in the quantitative findings. 

The difference in understanding between young people and adults will have 

influenced how they perceived the problems. From a young person’s perspective, 

when talking about the influences of different factors, they would often refer back to 

bad experiences they had in their earlier life. They would describe the impacts of 

negative influences from circumstances but were unable to explain the ‘cause and 

effect’ of those factors in relation to their offending. For the majority of young 

people, when they were asked to rate the relative importance of different factors, they 

often referred to a particular event related to a particular factor (for example, physical 

punishment by a parent). Staff, on the other hand, had a wider and professional 

experience on which to draw and were able to generalize the issue of youth offending 

from their perspective and professional experience. They saw the young offender as 

a ‘special’ child that needed proper care and supervision rather than as a criminal in 

need of restoration (illustrating the primarily welfare orientated nature of the 

Vietnamese approach with young offenders). From the staff perspective, there was a 
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tendency to explain the cause of crime in terms of external factors or influences on 

the young people rather than the young people as having problems themselves. The 

staff was in a different position and able to see the effects of different factors or 

influences and they had the ability to explain the cause of criminal offending based 

on their understanding about young offenders’ circumstances. 

8.3. Interpreting the findings in the Vietnamese context 

8.3.1. The Vietnamese context: development and its side-effects 

In Vietnam in the last twenty years, fast economic growth and rapid transitions within 

society resulting from the processes of modernization and industrialization, has led to 

a major movement of population towards urban areas. The wave of migration from 

rural and suburban areas towards cities, and the pace of development in city areas, has 

made massive changes to the lives of many citizens. The traditional culture in many 

areas, especially rural and suburban areas, has broken down because of migration to 

city areas, and has caused chaos in many communities.  

This rapid development in urban areas has led to increasing inequality and a gap 

between regions. The establishment of modern buildings in agricultural lands has 

caused millions of people to become unemployed. In response, people tend to go to 

the city to seek employment, mostly in manual jobs, and have left their children behind 

to live on their own or under the supervision of others (such as grandparents and other 

relatives) (see Chapter 7). Adults of working age cannot bring their children with them 

to the cities because the cost of living there is higher and difficult for rural migrants to 

afford. Thus, these migrants are unable to maintain their families unless they move 

away to seek employment in the cities, but in so doing they are forced to leave their 

children and other family members at home.  

The number of children  running away from  home to find jobs or due to family 

circumstances varies across the country. The number  is higher in coastal and 

mountainous areas, and contributes to the high levels of homelessness in city areas 

(see more in Chapter 1). The Southeast (including Ho Chi Minh City) is the area that 

has the highest homelessness rate for young people, mainly because Ho Chi Minh 

City is the largest city in the country with more economic development compared to 
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Hanoi, and is surrounded by a large number of industrial factories.  That is young 

people come to the city in search of opportunities but many cannot afford 

accommodation. The appearance of new shopping centres, plazas, and amusements 

in the centres of newly established  urban areas has created gathering places for 

young people. Social bonds within communities have been loosened due to changes 

in the lifestyles of citizens and across generations. People are increasingly busy and  

lack time to interact with their neighbours. The cohesion between groups of people 

in neighbourhoods, therefore, is increasingly diminished.  

Rapid development also causes tension between the demands of work and family, with 

parents having less time for their children, even in wealthier families. Children are 

often perceived as either neglected or over-indulged (as already noted) by their parents. 

Lack of supervision from parents leads to the increased likelihood of young people 

being involved in unsupervised activities, such as: hanging around, spending time 

playing games at a game store, drinking and so on.  

By  using questions from existing surveys, such as the Edinburgh Study of Youth 

Transitions and Crime, this study has been able to research the relative importance of 

specify factors that are kown to influence youth offending in the West and apply this 

knowledge to finding out what factors are associated in Vietnam.  The current study 

acknowledges the criticism of the risk factors approach that underpins much of the  

survey research that has profiled the various factors associated with youth  offending 

in the West.  However, it is emphasised that the results of the  current study  do not 

necessarily prescribe the type of response that has developed from this in the UK and 

elsewhere, largely because of the different conceptions surrounding the purpose of the 

Vietnamese Youth Justice system and the surrounding political and socio-economic 

conditions. Thus the primary aim of the survey is to provide a comprehensive overview 

of the relative ihave mportance of different factors associated with the youth crime 

situation in Vietnam in order to inform (not prescribe) the type and nature of response.  

Rather the research aims to help in the prioritise the issues that need to be addressed 

in a rapidly changing context, that does not generally have many of  the prevention 

and reintegration programmes that can be found in the West. 
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Using the social development model as an important part of the theoretical 

framework for this study provides an integrative and interactive explanation for 

youth offending in Vietnam. The findings of  the current study suggest the 

accumulation of different factors that influence  young people’s involvement in 

crime. The explanation  integrates the findings with theories that are specified in 

Chapter 3, including: social control theory, social bonds and the influence of peer 

groups, as exemplified in subcultural theory. Accordingly, the likelihood that 

Vietnamese young people will develop offending behaviours is explained to be the 

result of an accumulation of influences (or factors) derived from various 

institutions such as family situation, the social environment in which young people 

have been brought up, their social   lives  (specifically the influence of  gaming), 

and their  relationships with peers.   

The discussion presented above offers a comprehensive overview on the 

association between different factors and youth offending in Vietnam. The evidence 

gathered from both quantitative and qualitative data analyses has allowed this 

research to establish the three most important domains of factors that explain youth 

offending in Vietnam, as follows: 

(1) Family circumstances (such as poor parenting, family breakdown, and alcohol 

misuse in the family), running away from home, and homelessness; and 

(2) An accumulation of external factors, such as gaming influences, peer group 

influence, and community factors; and 

(3) Individual characteristics, such as low self-control, imitation, and pursuit of 

excitement. 

The relationship between these three domains and youth offending in Vietnam is 

summarized in Figure 8.1 below.   



181 

 

Figure 8.1: The relationship between different factors and youth offending in 

Vietnam 

 

 

8.3.2. Family circumstances 

Family circumstances appear to represent the most important influence for young 

people in the commission of crime in Vietnam. Family is considered as an important 

socializing and controlling agent for children during their development (Hirschi, 

2002a). Although the relationship between family interaction with young people and 

delinquency is recognised as not being straightforward in the empirical findings of this 

research, it is still considered a very important influence for youth offending. This may 

be especially relevant in Vietnam. In Vietnamese culture the family is considered to be 

the ‘nuclear’ feature of society, and both the central and starting point for creating a 

strong society. This belief in the importance of a strong bond between family members 

is influenced by the ideas of Confucianism. According to this philosophy, the family 

environment is the first ‘school’ in which children learn about the world. Thus, the 

‘dysfunctional’  family (in which there is relationship breakdown, lack of care and 

supervision from parents) is considered to have a negative influence on young people 

that might lead to delinquency. These ideas  in relation to the family bond helping to  

prevent offending are consistent with what was mentioned in social bond theory 

(Hirschi, 2002, as discussed in Chapter 3). 

The multilevel models indicate significant associations between  young people’s 

experiences of family difficulties (alcohol misuse, homeless) and offending (theft, public 

crime, and serious crime). Interviews with staff also illustrate the considerable influences 
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of family circumstances in relation to youth offending. Furthermore, all but one member 

of staff interviewed asserted the importance of the family as the foundation for the 

development of young people and consequently thought that they bore the major 

responsibility for wrongdoing by young people. These findings are supported by 

research evidence in the UK (Farrington & Welsh, 2007; Hayden & Martin, 2011; 

Hayden, 2011) and elsewhere in Asia (Le et al., 2005; Le & Wallen, 2006). 

Findings from interviewing young people suggest the emotional connection between 

young people and their parents (and/or the lack thereof)  might be an  important factor 

that influences the likelihood of  being involved  in offending behaviour (Chapter 7). 

This is consistent with the theory proposed by Hirschi, where he argued that emotional 

attachment helps deliver the expectation and ideals from parent to a child, which in turn 

is more likely to influence their choice of behaviours, either antisocial or prosocial, as 

discussed in Chapter 3. The lack of bond with parents, in many cases in this study, has 

led to  a low stake in conformity and may have led  to the acceptance of delinquent peers 

or exposure to negative influence  through gaming or other community factors.  

Although one might also argue that there is lack of clear connection between family 

factors and youth offending in the current research, the researcher would argue that  

questions associated with family circumstances used in the questionnaire do not fully  

reflect influence of personal and family  background on young people’s behaviours.  

The evidence from interviews with staff was stronger and the fact that few young 

people citing family as an important factor influenceing their offending during 

interviews, might be interpreted in a number of ways.  Young people were more willing 

to blame themselves and perhaps did not want to blame their family of origin; or 

perhaps they had become so estranged from their families that they simply  did not 

figure in their thinking.  So for young people in criminality others factors, such as peer 

group and community factors  (as well as individual factors) were more important to 

them, when they were given the opportunity to talk about what they perceived as the 

most important influences on their behaviour.  However, since the significant role of 

family has been confirm not only  in relation to Vietnamese traditional culture, as 

evidenced in the interviews with staff and  is also consistent with the idea of control 

theorists (Hirschi, 2002a), it is possible to assert that family related factors appear in 

this research to be the most important issue that influences youth offending in Vietnam. 

Nevertheless, family issues and circumstances on their own did not  explain  offending  

behaviours. In addition to family the accumulation of  a number of external factors  are 

important and are described below. 
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8.3.3. The accumulation of external factors 

The research evidence presented  in this study confirms the important influence of 

external factors, including the influence of gaming, peer group influences, and 

community factors, on the likelihood of youth offending in Vietnam. The appearance 

of these factors either individually or cumulatively, poses a significant influence on 

young peoples’ behaviour. Young people are often considered to be actors in the 

socializing process (Catalano & Hawkins, 1996), where they interact with their 

external circumstances and develop in a social learning process in which family and 

the young people themselves  are at the centre (Hirschi, 2002a, as discussed in 

Chapter 3). When the family was unable to provide appropriate support for children 

during their development, there was a greater likelihood that young people would be 

influenced by external problems. The more issues and problems they experience, the 

more likely they will be involved in antisocial and criminal behaviours (as also 

discussed in the Social Development Model section, Chapter 3). 

The involvement of young people with their peer group and its effects on their 

behaviours has been confirmed by earlier research (Le et al., 2005). In Vietnamese 

culture, there is a strong tendency for individuals  to adhere to the group by following 

the group norms and collective behaviours. Thus, it is reasonable to assert that  the 

greater the number of delinquent peer young people have, the greater the likelihood 

that they will offend. To some extent, this explanation  is consistent with subcultural 

theory (as discussed in Chapter 3) that argues that  the involvement of  ‘outcasts’  (such 

as those excluded from school)  with  similar  peers can often create subcultural 

behaviours that may be associated with offending.  

According to the evidence presented on the Vietnamese context, the influence of gaming  

has been perceived by popular discourse as a new subculture for Vietnamese youth  in 

recent years.  Gaming is a social activity which creates a situation which brings young 

people together in a social situation that is part of a group identity. The influence of 

group identity in the case of gaming and peer group are explicitly apart from the 

influence of family and adults in authority (as discussed in Subcultural theories, Chapter 

3).  Furthermore, the loosened attachment between members of society, due to rapid 

industrialization and social changes, that lead to the role of social condemnation is 

reduced thus increasing the likelihood of the development of antisocial and criminal 

behaviours. The theory of reintegrative shaming provides a potential theoretical 

framework for a response and policy orientation for new interventions in Vietnam.   
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In the interviews with young people, the availability of potentially problematic 

activities in the community without proper control (such as game/internet stores, 

drugs, and alcohol) and peer delinquency were identified as negative influences for 

youth offending (see Chapter 7). This situation shows a consistency and the 

interconnection with other issues found earlier (gaming influence) and helps to verify 

the relative importance of gaming influence in offending behaviours. Young people 

can easily get access to the gaming facilities and spend as much time (if they can get 

the necessary money to do so) as they like without appropriate control from the 

authorities (i.e. school, and local government) or even their family. These activities 

require payment (as mentioned in Chapter 2), which may ultimately lead young people 

to commit an offence, such as theft, in order to fund their gaming activities. This was 

confirmed by the research evidence found in the multilevel models (see Chapter 6). 

This absence of parental control alongside an activity that requires potentially 

unlimited resourcing provides support for control theory (Hirschi, 2002b) in 

explaining some aspects of youth crime in the Vietnamese context.  

8.3.4. Individual characteristics 

The empirical findings of this study also suggest the significant influence of individual 

characteristics on young offenders. These factors include: low self-control, imitation, 

and the pursuit of excitement or desire for material possession. Although the individual 

characteristics were not part of the questionnaire survey and the multilevel model, they 

were highlighted in the interviews with both young people and staff as one of the main 

reasons for offending. Accordingly, around a third of staff (35.3%) and young people 

(31.6%) shared a similar view on the influence of personal issues or problems on 

offending. In the interviews, young people described how  their personal problems or 

issues were viewed as  a cause of their offending. Although these statements could  

also be interpreted as either excuses for wrongdoing, rather than  taking personal blame 

for an action, it  is understandable from the  young people’s perspective – many of 

whom  had very harsh circumstances and experiences. On the other hand, staff also 

argued that young people’s behaviours, might be caused by their family circumstances, 

or the influence of peers. This is to say individual characteristics  are only important  

alongside the accumulation of other factors (i.e. family, and external factors) that 

influence for youth offending in Vietnam. 
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A focus on individual characteristics in some ways supports the General Theory of 

Crime that bases its explanation on low self-control (Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990).  

According to which, young people make their personal ‘choice’ of behaviours without 

concern for the long term consequences. However, the young people  interviewed also 

had very little control over how to meet their personal needs, which in turn makes them 

vulnerable to offending.   This  explanation is consistent with other findings in this 

study, which confirms that those who commit offences are more likely to experience 

difficulties in their family circumstances (such as alcohol misuse in the family, or  they 

are homeless), or be influenced by external factors (such as peer group influence or 

game online). Low self-control can also be considered to be a reflection of poor 

parenting (Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990, as discussed in Chapter 3, p. 39). 

8.4. Implications for intervention in Vietnam 

The findings of this current study and possible explanations for youth offending in 

Vietnam suggest a focus for further programs that should be established to prevent and 

reduce youth crime. Although current youth justice policy is primarily welfare 

orientated, more needs to be done. The recommended areas on which to focus include: 

family-focused interventions, the use of restorative justice, and strengthening the 

current community justice, as presented below.  

Table 8.5: Interventions in response to social factors that influence youth 

offending in Vietnam 

Social factors that influence youth offending Intervention for response 

Fa
m

ily
 

ci
rc

u
m

st
a

n
ce

s Poor parenting  Parenting practices support 

Homeless/vagrancy Wider social program by Ministry of Labour, 
Invalid and Social affair 

Run away 

Alcohol misuse Parenting practices support 

In
d

iv
id

u
a

l 

ch
a

ra
ct

er
is

ti
cs

 

Low self-control  Educational programs 

Imitation  

Pursuit of excitement  

A
cc

u
m

u
la

ti
o

n
 

o
f 

ex
te

rn
a

l 

fa
ct

o
rs

 

Gaming influence Restriction on the operation of game/internet 
stores 

Peer group influence Strengthen community justice 
Use restorative justice approaches 

Community factors 
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8.4.1. Fostering family-focused interventions  

The importance of family-focused interventions is indicated on a number of levels 

by the current study.  The wider processes of industrialization and urbanization is 

separating the generations.  Some children run away and are effectively homeless. 

It was common for the young people in the survey to report family breakdown. 

Responding to this will require both more support across the generations and in 

some cases parenting programmes may be needed, particularly in relation to the 

prevention of offending behaviour.  

A body of research on family-focused interventions is available but will need to be 

adapted for the Vietnamese context. Possible suggestions might include home 

visitation programs (support and care provided for new mothers), early childhood 

education (in which parents are encouraged to be involved in children’s learning), 

parent training interventions (focus on parenting skills for child monitoring, and 

reinforcement of positive and prevention of  negative behaviours, as well as fostering 

a better understanding of  the importance of parent/child bonding and attachment), 

and intensive family therapy programs for young offenders (which focus on family, 

peer and environmental influences on offending) (Hayden et al., 2007). The 

efficiency of these programs has been verified in a range of research evaluations 

(Fagan, 2013), hence they might be  a starting point for improvements in  parenting 

practice and support in Vietnam. 

The findings about the  perception of the role of self-control in relation to how young 

people  behave suggest that  the development of social programmes that are aimed at 

supporting young people at an early stage are needed.  Such programmes should  include 

measures that enhance parenting skills in order to help parents better understand and 

respond  to self-control issues and young children.  In the past such ideas have  been based 

on the assumption that beyond early intervention (meaning early years), little can be done 

to later curb criminality (Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990). From this perspective, 

programmes directed at influencing parenting practices would be promoted rather than 

those aimed at the rehabilitation of the offender, which some  see as a futile approach to 

addressing crime (Akers & Sellers, 2004). Hirschi & Gottfredson (1995) argues that 

policies that aim to deter  or rehabilitate will have little effect in preventing criminal 
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behaviour. Instead measures that enhances effective family dynamics, such as improving 

the quality of child-rearing practices with the focus on the form, size and stability of the 

family unit. Accordingly, it has been suggested that 'there should always be two parents 

for every child, no more than three children in a family and the relationships between 

parents and children strong and durable  or maintaining the involvement of the father in 

the life of the child (Hirschi & Gottfredson, 1995, p. 138-9). Some aspects of this view 

may now seem  rather dated and out of keeping with contemporary family trends, certainly 

in the West.  In Vietnam, social policy has been more prescriptive and has focused on 

enhancing family relationships and improving economic circumstances. For example, it is 

prescribed that every family should have no more than two children and adulterous 

relationships are punishable by law. It is recommended that policy focus on strengthening 

family bonds, increase the capacity of families to fulfil their socialization function and 

help create greater self-control in children that will decrease the likelihood of youth 

offending offending behaviour (Hirschi & Gottfredson, 1995, p. 138-9). More recent 

perspectives would suggest that early intervention does not have to be viewed necessarily 

as early in a child’s life. Early intervention can also mean early in problem development 

or intervention in a timely way (see Hayden et al., 2007).  Developing this view on early 

intervention includes work with school age children and young people.     

The application of family-focused interventions in Vietnam may not only have the 

potential to reduce youth offending on a short-term basis, it also contributes to 

reductions in youth crime over the long term. Intervention programs often focus on 

only one child in the family, but they may still be likely to change parenting practices 

used with other children living in the household as well. It has been found that the 

siblings of young people who receive intervention with their offending behavior have 

significantly fewer contacts with the criminal justice system compared with the 

siblings of those in the control condition (who did not have an intervention) (Steinberg, 

2001). It is also possible that enhancements to the family environment can reduce 

problems and improve protective factors in other domains of influence, such as reduce 

the exposure to delinquent peers (Farrington, 2006; Welsh & Farrington, 2006). 
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Whole family based approaches, based on the way that  Family Intervention Projects 

operate ( see for example Hayden & Jenkins, 2013, 2014; Holmes et al., 2013),  may 

offer another way of working with families in Vietnam, especially where there are 

inter-generational issues in a family – such as drug misuse.  Whole family approaches 

might include Family Group Conferences (Hayden, 2009), which are consistent with 

the underpinning philosophy of Restorative Justice (see for example Hayden, 2013). 

The rapid changes in Vietnamese society and major differences between the 

generations might make this sort of approach particularly relevant. 

8.4.2. Considering the application of Restorative Justice as an alternative to 

sentences 

Restorative justice and diversion for young offenders has been widely applied in Western 

countries, yet it has not been used in Vietnam. Restorative Justice has been recently 

considered in Vietnam  in a collaboration between UNICEF and the Ministry of Justice 

(Ministry of Justice & UNICEF Vietnam, 2010). It led to a recommendation on 

diversion, restorative justice, and community re- integration for young offenders after 

release from custody. Since 2010, no further amendment to the law has happened, so 

restorative practices are not as yet being used.  Yet Restorative Justice could be an 

appropriate approach in Vietnamese society as it would fit well with the organization of 

community justice at local level. 

Restorative justice is distinct from the traditional criminal justice system in its view of the 

offender. While in traditional criminal justice system, the offender is viewed as a person 

that causes harm to society and thus should be punishable by law through a range of 

sentences including incarceration, stigmatization, discrimination, and marginalization. 

Conversely, restorative justice considers offenders’ behaviours based upon ‘the values of 

compassion, cooperation, collective responsibility, and intolerance for injustice’ (Zehr, 

2002). From this view, restorative justice promotes a humanitarian orientation that 

addresses the needs of both victims and offenders and the obligation of offenders to repair 

harm, and the engagement of community members in ensuring that justice is done (Zehr, 

2002, p. 21). The application of restorative justice potentially addresses both individual 

needs and community resources, while acknowledging the social-structural factors that 

contribute to crime (Braithwaite, 1989; Zehr, 2002). Restorative Justice is consistent with 

the welfare ideology of the Vietnamese youth justice system.  
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The current research is motivated by the belief that an alternative response to youth 

crime is needed in Vietnam, both in terms of reducing the likelihood of offending and 

reoffending. Currently those young people who were released from the four 

educational institutions have little chance to reintegrate fully into their community 

(partly because of both their estrangement from their community and family of origin, 

and partly because of the rapid changes in society that are changing communities)  this 

needs to be fully understood and responded to. The current situation significantly 

impacts on the purpose of the educational focus of their incarceration  period. In order 

to prevent reoffending, a restorative justice approach might foster the engagement of 

offenders and others in processes to transform their behaviours and perceptions, as 

well as provide a mechanism for developing the support from identified community 

members  that can and will support young people. 

8.4.3. Strengthening current Community Justice to combat youth offending 

The expected continuing  economic development of Vietnam in future years suggests 

that rapid changes in society will continue.  The issues identified in the findings of this 

research illustrate a potential focus for the prevention of circumstances that are 

associated with offending behaviour.  One focus is to better understand the impact of 

the emergence of game/internet stores around school areas (and other areas where 

young people gather) as well as the availability of drugs and gambling in these same 

areas. The focus on socioeconomic development in Vietnam  has left other aspects of 

society abandoned or without appropriate care. The findings presented in this research 

suggest more control should be imposed on the availability of game/internet stores, 

and community governance should be strengthened. Currently, gaming through online 

services is a developing sector in Vietnam, which facilitates the emergence of games 

stores all over the country. Currently there are 73 game online services that are 

approved in Vietnam53, which attract a large proportion of young people who are 

involved in  game playing. By acknowledging the real issues created and associated 

with the costs of gaming online in relation to youth offending in Vietnam, it is 

recommended that a more considered policy on gaming online is developed. 

                                                 
53 List of game online services approved by the Ministry of Information and Communication – retrieved 

July 4th 2015: 

http://mic.gov.vn/solieubaocao/danhsachcapphep/baochi/Trang/Danhsáchcáctròchơitrựctuyếnđãđượcp

hêduyệtnộidung,kịchbảnđangpháthànhtạiViệtNam(cậpnhậtđếnngày25tháng6năm2013).aspx  
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Considering the available community justice in Vietnam, it is recommended that the 

strengths of the existing community-centred approach to much offending behaviour 

should continue in ensuring that welfare is at the heart of the response to young 

offenders. There is a body of research that demonstrates the efficiency of alternatives 

to custody in the community in reducing incarceration and reoffending rates (Goldson 

& Muncie, 2006). As suggested by the work of Braithwaite (1989), the use of 

reintegrative shaming by local authorities might be a potential alternative for the 

governance of youth in Vietnam (Chapter 3).      

The model of ‘Positive Youth Justice’, proposed by Case and Haines (2015) offers a 

comprehensive approach that addresses the needs of children, while dealing effectively 

with the issues of reoffending.  This approach could fit well with the welfare based 

approach of  the Vietnamese youth justice system.  In particular the idea of Children 

First, Offender Second (CFOS) based on the idea of fostering positive behaviours and 

outcomes through comprehensive services that redirect children away from  initial 

contact with the formal criminal justice system, could fit well with restorative 

approaches embedded within the existing system of community justice in Vietnam. The 

CFOS approach proposes that all services, interventions and relationships must address 

the child’s best interests while ensuring children’s participation and engagement. CFOS 

offers an alternative to traditional forms of criminal justice and is based on encouraging 

the  involvement  in the positive aspects of  a child’s life  (hence the ‘child first’ focus in 

this approach)  (Case & Haines, 2015; Haines & Case, 2015).   

The current youth justice system in Vietnam emphasises educating rather than 

punishing young people who have committed a crime. While the law divides the 

sentencing of young offenders into two separate systems: an administrative and 

criminal system ( see Chapter 2), many of the educational/administrative measures 

have been argued to be less effective in preventing reoffending. One possible 

explanation (as noted above) is the lack of attention of local authorities in helping 

young offenders reintegrate into the community after being released from custody in 

educational institutions. Moreover, the supervision of young offenders in the 

community relies on both local government agencies such as the Youth Union or the 

Woman’s Union, which do not have enough authority over young offenders. It is 
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suggested that, while maintaining the welfare focus of youth justice policy in Vietnam, 

it is necessary to establish a separate system that is focuses on young people who are 

in conflict with the law, including a separate court system for young people and a 

probation  panel that involves social service agencies that work specifically with young 

offenders in the local community. 

8.5. Conclusions 

This chapter has presented and discussed the research findings in relation to the 

literature about the influence of different factors associated with youth offending and  

specifically in relation to the Vietnamese context.  

According to the research findings, family circumstances - such as: alcohol misuse, 

homelessness, and running away (retrieved from the survey), and family breakdown, 

and poor parenting (interviews young people and staff) - represent a significant 

influence on youth offending, and appear to be the most important group of  factors 

for those young people accommodated in the four educational institutions. The 

accumulation of external factors  - such as community factors, gaming influences, 

and peer group influences, are important additional factors that influence youth 

offending. More importantly, this research found the significant influence of online 

gaming on young offenders, especially those who had committed theft. This finding, 

to the researcher’ knowledge, has not been previously found in research undertaken 

in the UK or anywhere else, and may represents an important contribution to 

knowledge on the  subject of youth offedning. Other important factors, which belong 

to the individual characteristics domain including -  low self-control, imitation, and 

the pursuit of excitement -  were found to be important in explaining offending 

behaviour by young people in Vietnam. The interaction between these three main 

domains influences the likelihood of a young person committing a crime, when set 

in the socio-economic context of Vietnam. 

Based on the socio-economic framework established earlier in Chapter 1, some socio-

economic explanations of the youth crime situation in Vietnam are offered for 

discussion in further research. The process of industrialisation and urbanization in 

Vietnam has resulted in changes to many aspects of everyday life, including rapid 
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economic growth as well as social changes, which in turn have led to the loosening of 

social and family bonds. Additionally, the growing trend of integrating into the global 

economy in Vietnam since the 1986 Renovation means that the globalisation process 

is enhancing the speed of social transformation. In this situation, children are more 

vulnerable to becoming involved in offending.  

The key theoretical explanations that appear to best fit the research findings are the social 

development model, social bond theory, the general theory of crime, and subcultural  

theory.  These theories suggest possible explanations that can be applied in the 

Vietnamese context in relation to the social issues identified in this study including: the 

loosening of family and community bonds, gaming influences and peer group influences 

on young people, or personal characteristics that have an impact on criminal behaviours 

such as the imitation of peers, and  the desire for material goods. 

It is suggested that a Restorative Justice approach may fit well with existing 

community justice structures in Vietnam because this approach  offers an alternative 

to sentencing young people, while focussing on repairing the harm cause by those 

who are in conflict with the law. This approach is argued to be consistent with the 

welfare-focused policy of the Vietnamese criminal justice system and the idea of 

Children First Offenders Second proposed by Case and Haines (2015). 

The next chapter is going to conclude this study in terms of its achievements and 

contribution ro knowledge, limitations, and suggestions for further research.   
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CHAPTER 9: CONCLUSIONS  

Summary 

This chapter evaluates the research findings in relation to the original aims and 

objectives. Subsequently, the claims to a contribution to knowledge through this 

research are argued. The limitations of the research are reviewed, The thesis ends 

with recommendations for future research.   

9.1. Results of the thesis 

The overarching aim of this research was to investigate the relative importance of 

different factors associated with youth offending in Vietnam , in order to inform the 

development of intervention and prevention programmes. The research had seven 

main objectives, which were fulfilled in the following way:  

Table 9.1: Summary of the research objectives and results 

Objectives Results 

(a) To review the research evidence on youth 
offending in Vietnam, and compare this 
with the research evidence worldwide 
(Chapter 3). 

 Identified the lack of research that explain 
youth offending in Vietnam 

 Set out the framework for investigating the 
relative importance of different factors for 
youth offending in Vietnam. 

(b) To collate and analyse secondary data on 
patterns of youth offending and the 
Criminal Justice response in Vietnam 
(Chapters 1 and 2). 

 Set out the context of the youth crime 
situation in Vietnam, as well as the current 
youth justice policy and system, which can 
be used to explain the causes of youth crime 
in Vietnam. 

(c) To survey young people in the 4 residential 
educational facilities in Vietnam (Chapters 
5, 6 and 7). 

 Developed different factors domains for 
analysis  

 Profiled the factors that influence youth 
offending in Vietnam (specifically for young 
people in educational facilities). 

(d) To interview a sample of young people and 
staff in each institution in order to 
investigate their perceptions on factors 
associated with offending behaviour 
(Chapters 7).   

 Explored the different perceptions of young 
people and staff about the influences of 
different factors on youth offending. 

 Developed potential explanations of youth 
crime in the Vietnamese context. 

(e) To establish the relative importance of 
different types of factor in the Vietnamese 
context (Chapter 8). 

 Compared the relative importance of 
different factors for youth offending in 
Vietnam from different types of data and 
analysis. 

(f) To review the data collected and analyse 
the Vietnamese research findings in 
comparison with existing research 
evidence (Chapter 8). 

 Developed potential explanations for youth 
crime in Vietnam in relation to the political 
economy and social situation. 

(g) To identify the policy and practice 
implications of the research for the 
Vietnamese context (Chapter 8). 

 Recommended policy implications for 
intervention based on factors identified. 
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In the following sections, the research results are reviewed in relation to these objectives 

and the extent to which these objectives have been met. Thereafter the contributions to 

knowledge of the research are highlighted. The limitations of the research and 

recommendations for future research are then considered.  

Overall, it  is claimed that the study can be considered to have achieved its objectives 

and has made a primary contribution to the literature on the relative importance of 

different factors in the lives of young offenders and their implication for the 

prevention of youth offending in Vietnam. The key factors that influence youth 

offending in Vietnam that are identified in this research are family circumstances 

(particularly those that have resulted from socio-economic change and poverty), an 

accumulation of external factors (particularly on-line gaming), and individual 

characteristics (particularly low self-control). More broadly, the study has 

highlighted the rapid socio-economic changes in Vietnamese society that have 

resulted from industrialization, modernization and globalization processes. These 

changes have influenced many aspects of society that can enhance the circumstances 

in which youth offending becomes more likely.   

9.1.1. Factors associated with youth offending in Vietnam: gaps in the literature  

As highlighted in Chapter 1, the concern about youth offending in Vietnam has 

attracted the attention of government and the public in recent years. Youth offending 

is viewed as one of the growing problems for community safety as well as the well-

being of Vietnamese young people. The social background of young offenders has 

been investigated by the MPS and academics in order to explore and identify the causes 

of youth offending. Official statistics suggest that social problems - such as poverty, 

unemployment, low levels of education, parental problems, and family conflict - are 

potential causes of youth offending in Vietnam, reflecting the findings from research 

in the UK and elsewhere in the world. There is, however, a lack of academic research 

on this subject in Vietnam, especially research that explores the perceptions of young 

people on the factors that have influenced their own criminality and the relationship 

between social problems and offending. There are a small number of studies (Ho, 

2002; H. T. Nguyen, 2004)  that have attempted to research those who are currently 

under the management of the Criminal Justice System in order to gain a further 
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understanding of youth crime in Vietnam. Both these studies, although focused on 

exploring young peoples’ perception about the social effects of their offending, were 

of a far smaller scale than the current research and the samples were not representative. 

While Ho’s study (2002) interviewed 150 young offenders in three of the institutional 

facilities represented in this study (namely Ninh Binh, Da Nang, and Dong Nai); the 

other study (H. T. Nguyen, 2004) only focused on 100 young people living in the 

community in the Northeast area of Vietnam. These studies identified some problems 

similar to the current study relating to youth offending - such as exclusion from the 

family, lack of family supervision, and peer group influences (see Chapter 3). The way 

in which the issues were conceptualised in those studies, however, was different from 

this research, in that these problems were considered to be the ‘cause of offending’.  

This illustrates the originality of the current study in terms of applying a broader 

approach including a wider range of factors that are likely to interact within the 

Vietnamese context.  The factors are not seen as ‘causal’, rather they are seen as 

‘associated with’ and to some extent ‘predictive of ’ the development of offending 

behaviour.  These associations and predictions are important in helping to point up 

potential areas of focus for intervention and prevention in the Vietnamese context, 

where so many rapid socio-economic changes are happening. 

With the ambition of beginning to fill the gap in larger scale, national level primary 

research about youth offending in Vietnam, this research set out to investigate the key 

factors that might explain the youth crime situation by establishing the relative 

importance of different factors that may have influenced the offending behaviours of 

young people. The study focused on surveying a sample of 2,009 young offenders who 

were accommodated in the four educational institutions in Vietnam at the time the 

research was undertaken. It is one of the first studies undertaken in Vietnam on all 

young offenders on educational programmes in all four educational institutions.  It has 

a broader ambition to contribute to the understanding, explanation of  and response to 

youth crime in Vietnam. The significant contribution made by the research is described 

later in this chapter under the heading ‘Substantive contributions to knowledge’. 
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9.1.2. The key factors associated with youth offending in Vietnam: findings from 

the survey 

As described in Chapter 4, the use of a questionnaire survey and quantitative analysis 

(specifically, logistics multilevel models and principal component analysis) in this 

study is the primary approach used to profile and establish the relative importance of 

different factors associated with youth offending in Vietnam. A total of 63 

explanatory variables were included in the analysis and subsequently were reduced 

to a final 28 variables through the application of PCA (see Chapter 6). In Chapter 7, 

the effects of these 28 variables (factors) on youth offending were examined 

separately for three different types of crime -  theft, public crime (i.e. public disorder 

and physical assault), and serious crime (i.e. murder, rape, and robbery).  

The multilevel models examined different factors in relation to particular crimes.  Theft 

was associated with young people who had experienced gaming influences, 

homelessness, alcohol misuse in the family, and young people aged 15-17 years old. 

Having a middle school education was associated with a reduced likelihood of 

committing theft amongst young offenders. Crimes related to illegal drugs and public 

crime were found to be more likely to be committed by young people aged 18 years and 

over, while having criminal acquaintances influenced an increase in the probability of 

committing public crime. Those influenced by online games and who had previously 

experienced bullying at school were found to be less likely to be charged for public 

offences. Alcohol misuse in the family, homelessness, and the age of offenders were 

found to have significant associations with serious crime (see Chapter 7).  

By profiling the different factors associated with youth offending in Vietnam, as well as 

establishing the relative importance of these factors, this study has made a contribution 

to the research literature on youth offending in Vietnam, where no similar study had 

previously existed (to the researcher’s knowledge). Furthermore, this study has also 

identified new factors relevant to Vietnam, specifically the importance of the influence 

of gaming. This finding is also believed to contribute to the research literature, which is 

described in the ‘Theoretical contribution to knowledge’ section. 
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9.1.3. The key factors associated with youth offending in Vietnam: findings from 

interviewing young people and staff 

The interviews with 98 young offenders and with 34 staff across the four institutions 

represents the second approach adopted in this study (see Chapter 4). The findings 

gathered from the interviews enhance understanding of the problems of youth 

offending in Vietnam. This approach also addressed the critiques about the limitation 

of questionnaire surveys and quantitative analysis in explaining youth crime (Case 

& Haines, 2007, 2010). Furthermore, as this study is one of the first research studies 

to aim to explore and explain youth crime in Vietnam in relation to a variety of 

different factors, the collection of both quantitative data and qualitative data was 

essential. According to the interviews, young people and staff expressed 

considerable differences in perception about the influences of different factors on 

youth offending. Young offenders, on the one hand, often referred to their own 

experiences and situations related to offending. For example, they tended to blame 

peer group influence or themselves for the commission of crime. On the other hand, 

staff were more likely to generalize the problems based on their experiences of 

working with young people. For instance, all but one staff interviewee thought family 

problems were the most important factor for youth offending, while the majority also 

believed that community-related problems, peer group influence, and individual 

problems were important influences for youth crime.  

These findings differed somewhat from findings gained from the quantitative data 

analysis (discussed in Chapter 8), but helped to establish an overall picture about 

the influence of different factors on youth crime in Vietnam from different 

perspectives. Moreover, approaching the research problems using different 

methods allowed this study to cross validate the findings, since there is lack of 

literature about this subject in Vietnam. 

9.1.4. The relative importance of different factors for youth offending in Vietnam 

The study found that youth offending in Vietnam is influenced by three key broad 

issues, with each issue including several factors: (i) family circumstances including 

family breakdown, poor parenting, homelessness, running away, and alcohol misuse; 



198 

 

(ii) the accumulation of external factors including community-related factors, gaming 

influence, and peer group influences (of which gaming was the most important factors 

for Vietnamese young people, especially those who committed theft); and, (iii) 

individual characteristics such as low self-control, imitation, and pursuit of excitement 

or desire for material possession. The research evidence indicates that the 

accumulation of these factors on young people increases the likelihood of committing 

a crime, amongst which family circumstances are considered as the most important 

and influential, followed by external factors and individual characteristics. 

Family circumstances are a crucial factor for the development of youth offending 

behaviours in Vietnam, a statement supported by previous research conducted 

elsewhere in the world (Farrington & Welsh, 2007; Hayden & Martin, 2011; Hayden, 

2011; Le et al., 2005; Le & Wallen, 2006). According to the research findings in this 

study, children that have family background problems (alcohol misuse, homeless, 

running away) are more likely to commit crime, especially theft. Previous research has 

emphasised the importance of parents’ capacity to provide the appropriate conditions 

for bringing up their children, which depends on wider social circumstances such as 

adequate income and housing, employment compatible with family life, and the 

availability of good child care (Hayden, 2011, p. 63). Difficulty in achieving adequate 

living conditions is associated with poor parenting, which also applies in the 

Vietnamese context, as it does elsewhere in the world (Harper & McLanahan, 2004; 

Le et al., 2005; Murray & Farrington, 2005).     

The importance of external factors to young people in the Vietnamese context is 

considerable, a finding which is consistent with previous research in the UK 

(Hayden, 2011; Kemshall et al., 2006). Findings from this study, however, have 

placed more emphasis on the influences of gaming, peer group, and other associated 

factors from the community, of which gaming appears to be the most significant 

influence on youth crime in Vietnam, especially for theft (see Chapter 6). This is the 

most noteworthy finding of this research, and contributes to the body of literature 

that explains youth offending in different cultures. It is suggested that young people, 

who either lack supervision from parents or who have dropped out of school, spend 

a lot of time playing online games (see Chapter 5) and that this is associated with 
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offending (specifically theft). Peer group influences, although found not to have a 

significant effect on youth offending in the multilevel models, were emphasised as 

the most influential factors for offending behaviours by the young people 

interviewed (see Chapter 7). This finding is consistent with an earlier study that was 

conducted in Vietnam (H. T. Nguyen, 2004). 

The findings also suggest that individual characteristics were influential for young 

people who had committed crime in Vietnam. Although this was not apparent from 

the large scale data set and multilevel models, young people admitted in interviews 

that their offending was driven by personal setbacks, including the desire to imitate 

peers, the desire for personal excitement or material possession, and low self-control 

(see Chapter 7). This interrelates with the influence of family-related factors and 

external factors on the development of children, as those who lack care and 

supervision from their parents are more likely to be affected by negative factors from 

their social environment. These assumptions are consistent with what has been found 

in previous studies (Farrington, 2006). 

9.1.5. Rapid social changes in Vietnam: the impacts of industrialization, 

modernization and globalization processes 

In Chapter 1, the socio-economic background of Vietnam in recent years was outlined, 

including the rapid increase in economic growth as a result of the industrialization and 

modernization processes. This economic development, however, is also associated 

with challenges that arise in many aspects of society, specifically poverty and 

inequality. The increase in personal income is greater in urban areas, and conversely 

poverty rates are higher in rural and remote areas. This situation leads to waves of 

migration from rural to urban areas and increases competition in urban areas when it 

comes to securing employment. In a developing country like Vietnam, how people 

adapt to social change determines their quality of life, especially in city areas and 

industrial sectors. These changes cause more tension in individual lives, not least by 

an increasing encroachment of work pressures on family life. Children are most 

affected by these pressures as parents often have little time to spend on taking care of 

them. The research evidence revealed that the majority of the young offenders 

participating in the survey had experienced family problems in the form of family 
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breakdown, criminality in the family, drugs or alcohol addiction, or poor parenting 

(such as lack of supervision or neglect) (see Chapter 5). It is argued that an inevitable 

consequence of the social changes in Vietnam is increasing vulnerability of children 

and an associated increase in the risk of offending.  

As part of the developmental process of the country, integration into an international 

economy means that other aspects of Vietnamese society such as culture, education, 

and social life are also influenced by globalization. The internet era and its associated 

increased use, has meant that information and cultural influences transfer more easily 

across countries. The massive sharing of information via the internet has had a huge 

influence on young peoples’ perceptions of every aspect of life. The imagined life in 

developed countries, including Western countries, has influenced the way in which 

part of the youth population of Vietnam perceives life and how they would like their 

lives to be (L. D. D. Nguyen, 2005; C. D. Pham, 2005). Many want to satisfy their 

desire for material possessions without having to work hard, and have developed a 

desire for excitement. The differences in social, cultural and economic situations 

between a developing country like Vietnam and developed Western countries make 

these desires unrealistic. The cultural gap between generations, therefore, widens 

with young people perceiving life from the outside world differently to their parents, 

or even their older siblings. Researchers in Vietnam (and other areas of south east 

Asia) have argued that without an appropriate ‘filter’ influenced by culture and 

education, young people are more likely to deviate from social norms (Ho, 2002; Le 

et al., 2005; H. T. Nguyen, 2004). 

9.1.6. Implications: the response to youth offending in Vietnam  

Previous sections in this chapter have highlighted the key contextual issues that relate to 

youth offending in Vietnam, such as social changes brought about by industrialization, 

modernization, and globalization, or key factors including the influence of gaming, 

alcohol misuse in the family, and homeless children. In considering the response to 

these problems, it is reasonable to admit that some issues cannot be resolved on a short-

term basis and need to be part of larger scale government policy in terms of socio-

economic development and provision of welfare to address issues of inequality, 

poverty and the negative impacts of urbanization and globalization. As Vietnam is still 
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a developing country, focusing on economic development and controlling for the side-

effects of that process at the same time is somewhat overwhelming. Raising this 

concern, however, at this point is worthwhile and should be considered by policy-

makers as part of any long term plan. On the other hand, there are specific issues 

identified in this study considered resolvable by the introduction of appropriate 

prevention programmes, something discussed in this section.  

As highlighted in the results section, family circumstances are considered important in 

terms of their effects on youth offending in Vietnam. Furthermore, external factors 

such as the influence of gaming and the peer group have been shown to be the most 

important factors for young people in Vietnam in relation to committing theft (the most 

common crime in the current study). In order to respond to these issue, policy solutions 

to address these factors need to be identified by Vietnamese authorities. Considering 

the policies introduced and action taken in Western countries to respond to youth 

crime, it is essential to discuss the compatibility and transferability of policy and 

prevention programmes to Vietnam. 

The current research has profiled social factors in the lives of young offenders in order 

to describe the issues that relate to the youth crime problem in Vietnam and may 

explain youth offending in this context. Whether or not Vietnam should apply a 

prevention policy based on the kind of ‘risk factors’ approached adopted in England 

and Wales still needs more consideration. Furthermore, the applicability of policies 

that address issues identified in this study, such as family problems, peer group 

influences and so on, is somewhat difficult and is a too ‘crime-specific solution’ (i.e. 

only addresses the issue of theft). Addressing the broader circumstances in which 

youth offending is found requires socio-economic improvement and more social 

programmes to be applied (such as controlling migration from rural to urban areas). 

Since Vietnam is a developing country, focusing on improving welfare for children in 

terms of reducing poverty, reducing the number of homeless children, providing 

adequate educational provision and basic health care, still requires much effort and 

support from outside Vietnam (including from. international organisations such as 

UNICEF or PLAN). Thus developing specific responses to the family-based issues 

presented in this study is somewhat difficult at the present time. Since it is the first 

time this kind of research has been undertaken in Vietnam, however, it is worth raising 

the issue for later consideration by policy-makers and academics. 
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On the other hand, in terms of specific issues identified in this study such as, the 

influence of gaming, it is possible to draw the attention of local authorities and policy-

makers to the need for further reactions and responses to the problem. The research 

evidence in this study suggests that gaming has had a great influence on young people 

in Vietnam in recent years. They are involved in playing online games regardless of 

social background (and economic condition) or education level (some young people 

are influenced by online games despite being illiterate) due to their availability and the 

ease of access without any restriction from parents or other figures of authority. The 

majority of young people who took part in this study admitted spending more than two 

hours per day playing games, which in turn was found to have a significant association 

with committing theft. Furthermore, amongst those who were involved in gaming, a 

considerable proportion was found to have dropped out from school at a very early 

stage. By raising the issue in this study, it is recommended that more consideration 

should be given to addressing the influence of gaming on young people in order to 

reduce youth offending, specifically theft in Vietnam.   

The current study has been carried out acknowledging that an alternative response to 

youth crime is needed in Vietnam.  Since young people who were released from the 

four educational institutions have little chance of reintegrating fully into their 

community (partly because of both their estrangement from their community and 

family of origin, and partly because of the rapid changes in society that are changing 

communities)  this needs to be fully understood and responded to. Restorative Justice 

and diversion is a new area of policy for Vietnam  but could be accepted as appropriate 

as it fits well with other aspects of the system.  For example,  Restorative Justice and 

diversion could fit well with the organization of community justice at local level. 

Restorative justice  promotes a humanitarian orientation that addresses the needs of 

both victims and offenders and the obligation of offenders to repair harm, and the 

engagement of community members in ensuring that justice is done (Case & Haines, 

2015; Zehr, 2002). Therefore, it is consistent with the predominantly welfare-based  

orientation of the Vietnamese youth justice system.  
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The findings presented in this research suggest more control should be imposed on the 

availability of game/internet stores, and community governance should be 

strengthened in this respect. Considering the available community justice in Vietnam 

in recent years, it is recommended that the strengths of the existing community-centred 

approach to much offending behaviour should continue in ensuring that welfare is at 

the heart of the response to young offenders. The model of ‘Positive Youth Justice’, 

proposed by Case and Haines (2015) could fit with the welfare based approach of  the 

Vietnamese youth justice system.  

9.2. Contribution to knowledge 

The overview and reflection on the research results in the previous section has 

highlighted some important features of the present study which contribute to the 

current literature on research that aims to explain youth offending in Vietnam. The 

contributions to knowledge of this research are described in this section under three 

categories: substantive; theoretical; and, methodological. 

9.2.1. Substantive contributions to knowledge 

This is the first time that a national survey about youth crime has been undertaken 

and has included all four educational institutions for young offenders in Vietnam. 

The survey covered all young offenders accommodated on educational programmes 

in the four national facilities at the time of the research, but excluded  those who 

were on vocational training for practical reasons. This study not only profiles the 

characteristics of these young offenders in Vietnam, but also provides evidence-

based explanations about the factors associated with and predictive of youth crime 

in relation to the current social context, which has not been done at national level 

before. Building on previous smaller scale studies on youth crime (Ho, 2002; H. T. 

Nguyen, 2004), this research contributes to the establishment of the profiling and 

understanding the relative importance of the different factors associated with  and 

predictive of youth offending in Vietnam. Moreover, the findings generated will 

provide recommendations for future research in this area in Vietnam. It is anticipated 

that the research will act as a starting point for more national scale studies that 

include the collection of both quantitative and qualitative data. 
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9.2.2. Theoretical contributions to knowledge 

In carrying out the research in Vietnam, this study has situated itself in current 

literature about the issues that effect and explain youth offending undertaken in the 

UK and elsewhere in the world. The research has been directed by  an integrated 

theoretical framework based on  a number of criminological theories, including 

social developmental models, social control theories, subcultural theories, and the 

theory of reintegrative shaming. The social developmental model  is considered to 

be the most important theoretical influence due to its ability to offer integrated 

explanations of youth crime situation in Vietnam, furthermore, it provides a focus 

for the recommendations and implications for response to the issue.  

 By acknowledging critiques of  a ‘risk factors’ approach (Case & Haines, 2007, 

2009; Case, 2006b as discussed in Chapter 4), this study has considered  some of the 

factors identified in the risk factors  research merely as a starting point for developing 

the items of focus in the current research. In identifying factors that might be 

influential for youth offending in Vietnam through the use of statistical analysis 

methods, the research findings of this study offers an integrated explanation based 

on the theoretical framework discussed in Chapter 3. The present study not only 

establishes a framework for research that investigates the influence of different 

factors in the lives and circumstances of young offenders in Vietnam based on what 

has been done in the UK and elsewhere, but also adds new features relevant to the 

social context of Vietnam. These new features include the influence of media, the 

internet, and gaming on young people. More importantly, the research results show 

that the influence of gaming is a significant predictor of and is associated with youth 

crime in the Vietnamese context, especially in relation to theft. 

This study has been influenced by the Edinburgh study, in both research design and 

theoretical approach, in order to build up a theoretical and practical framework for 

explaining youth crime situation in Vietnam. Nevertheless, since the application of this 

study has been carried out in different context (Vietnam), the intellectual reasoning as 

well as the design of the research have been adjusted in a way that is suitable for 

Vietnam. For example, the of influence of online games was added to the analysis 

which has not been done in Vietnam before this current research, and is considered to 

be an important contemporary issue for Vietnamese youth.   
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In acknowledging that the involvement in criminality is not necessary influenced by 

‘risk’ (Case & Haines, 2007; Hayden et al., 2007), this study aims to explore the 

influence of different factors on young people at both the  individual level and  within 

a social context, in relation to offending behaviour. From that perspective, the current 

study builds its theoretical framework by synthesizing elements of different theories 

that can be applied to the explanation of youth crime in Vietnam,  at both the individual 

and contextual levels. In this way  the current study has some to the Edinburgh study 

survey instrument, although it was not set up as a longitudinal study.  

The findings provide a comprehensive profile of a large group of young offenders in 

Vietnam in terms of different factors associated with specific crimes. By establishing the 

relative importance of different factors on youth offending, this research is able to offer 

socio-economic based explanations for criminal behaviours amongst young people. 

These results, more importantly, help in the development of the implications for 

responding to youth crime problems that are appropriate in Vietnam. Moreover, through 

applying a composition of different theories that provide support for the explanation of 

youth crime in Vietnam, this study provides an example of the application of 

contemporary criminological theory in a context that is different from much research 

that is based on  Western society. In that way, the theoretical contribution of the current 

study is both significant  to the wider  literature in criminology  and  specifically o the 

emerging criminological research in Vietnam. 

9.2.3. Methodological contributions to knowledge 

Previously in Vietnam, research in the field of criminal justice has been conducted 

widely but is based on official statistics with only a few studies collecting qualitative 

data (Ho, 2002; H. T. Nguyen, 2004) about criminal behaviours. To the researcher’s 

knowledge, however, statistical analysis - specifically multilevel modelling - in 

criminological research has not previously been used in Vietnam. Furthermore, the 

application of multilevel modelling in this research, based on primary data collected 

for the purpose of this analysis, is also new. Multilevel models allow the researcher to 

examine the impacts of different factors on youth offending simultaneously. Moreover, 

the differences between geographical areas in the pattern of these factors were taken 

into account by using multilevel models. The application of this method in the study 
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provides the ability not only to generate patterns of youth crime in Vietnam, but also 

to establish the variation between different regions based on geographical 

characteristics, the socio-economic and cultural backgrounds. These differences can 

be used for explaining factors relating to youth crime in different areas in a way that 

is more appropriate to the specific context.  

9.3. Limitation of the research  

Although the present research makes an important contribution to the current literature 

about the relative importance of factors associated with youth offending in Vietnam, it 

has limitations that are described in this section. It should be emphasised that the 

research focused on educational institutions only:  these institutions cater for a specific 

group of young people – primarily those who have committed the less serious offences, 

those who have repeatedly been involved in anti-social behaviour (such as public order 

offences) or who are homeless; as well as those aged 12-14 who have committed very 

serious crimes (such as murder and rape).  Furthermore, within these institutions the 

focus has been on young people on educational programmes; those on vocational 

programmes are not included. The exclusion of  young people on vocational 

programmes in the survey limits what can be said about the total population of young 

people in these institutions.  Further limitations include the lack of specific factors 

identified in this study that can explain public crime and serious crime; the lack of 

information for examining factors at provincial level; and the limitations of cross-

sectional data in explaining cause and effect.  

The first limitation of the research is that although the survey involved all four 

educational institutions nationwide, a number of young people were excluded from the 

survey for practical reasons (because they were attending vocational training at the 

time the researches were taken). This led to the exclusion of 777 young people, 

representing approximately 30% of the total population across the four institutions. 

Although the number of participants in the survey were appropriate for statistical 

analysis (2,009 cases), the exclusion of a considerable number of people from the 

sample might have led to missing information for a specific group, for instance, serious 

crime or public crime. Hence the findings of multilevel models to some extent are not 

representative and not generalisable to the whole population of young offenders in 

educational institutions in Vietnam.  
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Second, amongst all types of offending, theft stood out to be dominant in the sample 

(70.9%). According to the multilevel modelling, factors that were significantly 

associated with offending were representative for theft, i.e. increase the probability of 

committing theft (see more in Chapter 6). For other types of crime (i.e. public and 

serious crime), although significant associations were found, these factors did not 

provide enough evidence for explaining offending behaviours. This is because of either 

the number of cases valid for statistical analysis was relatively low (public crime 386 

cases, and serious crime 124 cases), or because not enough information was asked 

specifically about the characteristics of these types of crime. The missing information, 

due to the exclusion of those attending vocational training, might be the reason for the 

low number of offenders related to these types of offence.  

Third, although multilevel modelling confirmed the variation of different factor 

effects on youth crime between provinces, there was no information about 

provincial level that could be used to explain the differences. This was because of 

the lack of government data that uniformly describes the social environment of 

each province. Furthermore, the administration structure of each province was 

complicated, due to provinces being divided into smaller administration units, such 

as city, district, and ward. It is likely that the socioeconomic and perhaps other 

characteristics of each province are diverse and may interact with other factors in 

unpredictable ways. Wider research has already highlighted the importance of the 

interaction between individual characteristics (such as impulsivity) and 

neighbourhood (see  Lynam et al., 2000 in Smith & McVie, 2003). 

Finally, as mentioned earlier in Chapter 8, it is necessary to acknowledge the limitation 

of using a questionnaire survey in examining the causes and effects of youth offending.  

Establishing the potential causation  of youth crime is in any case a highly complex 

task, as this study has illustrated. Although the multilevel modelling results provided 

plausible associations between particular factors and offending, it is still inadequate to 

generalize to a particular factor offending causal relationship. The interviews help 

provide more in-depth qualitative data to help explain youth crime, but this was limited 

to a short time period (i.e. up to 6 months prior to accommodation in the institution). 

The collection of longitudinal data for the same population over time is needed to 

understand the dynamic interplay of different factors over time.  
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9.4. Recommendation for future research 

This evaluation of the research has highlighted key features that could be improved in 

future research. Considering what has been done so far, the researcher recommends 

that future studies should focus on two main areas of researching youth offending from 

both theoretical and methodological perspectives.  

From the theoretical viewpoint, it is recommended that more focus be placed on  

further investigating specific types of crime, such as public disorder, physical 

assault or robbery in relation to how these crimes interact with neighbourhood and 

locality. By evaluating the situation  in relation to youth crime in Vietnam, more 

efforts should be paid to identifying factors that are associated with these specific 

offences – perhaps by conducting in-depth interviews centred on  particular 

offences and localities or neighbourhoods.  

The collection of additional quantitative information at provincial level needs to be 

considered in further research in order to explore in more detail the variations 

between local areas across the country. From a methodological perspective, it is 

necessary to conduct further research that extends the magnitude of the sample and 

includes all those who attend vocational training. Moreover, in order to gain a 

credible explanation of youth offending in relation to different factors, it is 

recommended that a longitudinal study needs to be carried out with specific groups 

of offenders, which allows the research to determine the relationship of influential 

factors and particular types and patterns of offending. 
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APPENDICES 

Appendix A: Questionnaire 

 

 

 

 

Vietnam International 

Education Development  

Ministry of Education and 
Training 

Centre for Criminology 
Research and Crime 

Prevention 

The People’s Police 
Academy, MPS 

 

YOUNG PERSON’S QUESTIONNAIRE 

We would like you to fill in this questionnaire to help us find out what factors 

most influence young people’s offending behaviour. In order to do this, we 

would like to ask some question about your life. There are no right or wrong 

answer - it is just important to try to be as honest as you can. 

This form is Private and Confidential - that means that your answer will 

not be shown to anyone apart from the researchers and we cannot connect 

your answer to you and will not tell your supervisor about your answer. So 

there is no need to put your name on the form.  

If you would like us to fill this form in with you, that is fine: just ask.  

 

RESEARCHER - PLEASE COMPLETE THIS BOX BEFORE DISTRIBUTING THE FORM 

Educational Institution: 

 No.2 - Ninh Binh      No.3 - Da Nang      No.4 - Dong Nai      No.5 Long An 

Date form filled in: ____ /____ /2012   

  



224 

 

SECTION A: YOUR FAMILY 

 

This section is about your family (if you lived with); otherwise please answer the question relevance 
to your household where you lived before came into this institution. Please tick in the box where 
applicable 

1. With whom do you live before coming into this educational institution? 

 I live on my own          
 Mother                     
 Father              
 Brother. How many? ____                                    
 Sister. How many? ___                                        

 Parents          
 Stepmother or dad’s partner              
 Stepfather or mum’s partner      
 Stepbrother. How many? ____                                         
 Stepsister. How many? ____                                               

 Foster Parents 
 Foster mother       
 Foster father 

 
 

2. Have you lived ‘in care’ at any point before coming into the institution?   

 Yes, with a foster family  

 Yes, in an Orphans Centre   
 Yes, somewhere else (please say where)______________________  
 No 

3. How often are there arguments in your family/last household before you came into the 
institution?    

Most days At least once a week 
Less than once a 

week 
Hardly 

ever or never 
 Doesn’t 
apply 

4. People in my family/household yell or insult at each other 

 
Always 

 Usually  Sometimes  Never  Doesn’t apply 

5. We argue about the same things in my family/household over and over 

 
Always 

 Usually  Sometimes  Never  Doesn’t apply 

6. When you disagree about things with other family/household members, how often...?  

 Always Usually Sometimes Never 
Doesn’t 
apply 

Do you discuss it calmly?      

Do you listen to the other persons’ 
point of view? 

     

Does the other person listen to your 
point of view? 

     

Is shouting involved?      

Is physical violence involved?      

7. The rules in my family/household are clear 

 
True 

 Quite true  Not sure 
 A little bit 
wrong 

 Wrong 

8. When I am not at home, one of my parents/carers knows where I am and who I am 
with 

 
True 

 Quite true  Not sure 
 A little bit 
wrong 

 Wrong 

9. If I skip school without my parents’/carers’ permission, I would be caught by them?  

 
True 

 Quite true  Not sure 
 A little bit 
wrong 

 Wrong 
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10. My parents/carers notice when I am doing a good job and let me know about it 

 Never or 
almost never 

 Sometimes  Often  All the time 

11. I  share my thoughts and feelings with my parents/carers 

 Never or 
almost never 

 Sometimes  Often  All the time 

12. My parents/carers ask me what I think before most family decision affecting me are 
made 

 
True 

 Quite true  Not sure 
 A little bit 
wrong 

 Wrong 

13. How often do your parents/carers tell you that they are proud of you for something you 
have done? 

 Never or 

almost never 
 Sometimes  Often  All the time 

14. If I have a personal problem, I could ask my parents/carers for help 

 
True 

 Quite true  Not sure 
 A little bit 
wrong 

 Wrong 

15. My parents/carers gave me lots of chances to do fun things with them 

 
True 

 Quite true  Not sure 
 A little bit 
wrong 

 Wrong 

16. My parents/carers used to ask if I had completed my homework  

 Never or 
almost never 

 Sometimes  Often  All the time 

17. Have any of your family/household members been involved in criminal activities?  

  No 

 Yes, it’s my:  father  mother  brother(s)/sister(s) 

 Don’t know 

18. Have any of your family/household members involved in heavy alcohol misuse? 

  No 

 Yes, it’s my:  father  mother  brother(s)/sister(s) 

19. Have any of your family/household members involved in drug misuse? 

  No 

 Yes, it’s my:  father  mother 
 

brother/sister 
 Other________ 

20. Have you ever witnessed any violence in your 
family/household? 

 No  Yes 

21. If Yes, how often have you been a witness to violence in your family/household? 

 At least once a 
month 

 At least once a week  Everyday 

22. By whom has the violence been committed? 

 My father  My mother  My brother/sister  Other________ 

23. Did you ever run away?    No  Yes 

24. If Yes, what are the main reasons you for you to runaway?  (tick ALL that apply)  

  Parents’ home was overcrowded  

  I wanted to live on my own   

  I fell out with my parents  
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  I was forced to leave  

  Some other reason (please write in)  ______________________________________ 

25. Have you ever considered yourself to be homeless?   No  Yes 

26. If Yes, at what age were you first homeless?    

 Under 8 
 

9 
 

10 
 

11 
 12 

 
13 

 14 
 

15 
 16  17 

 
18 

27. How long were you homeless for altogether in the past year?   

 Less 
than one 

week   

 1 – 2 
weeks 

 3 – 8 weeks   
 More than 2 

months   
 More than 6 months 

 

SECTION B: YOUR SCHOOL AND EDUCATION 

This section is about your school and friends at school. Tick ONLY ONE BOX where applicable. 

28. Did you skip school during the last school year before you came to 
this educational institution? 

  Yes    No 

29. If YES, How many times did you do this in the last year?    

 1  2  3  4  5 6-10  10+ 

30. What is the longest single period you skived for in the last year?   

    Part of a day              1 or 2 days     3 to 5 days      More than one week  

31. Were you excluded during the last school year?  Yes  No 

32. If YES, How many times were you excluded?        1 or 2              3 or 4      5+ 

33. What was the longest single period you were excluded for?  

 1 or 2 days      Up to 1 week      Up to 2 weeks    More than 2 weeks  

34. What was the most common reason for your exclusion? 

   Breaking school regulation        Fighting with friend (s) at school       Other. Please state 
__________ 

35. During this last school year, how often have you seen someone being bullied? 

 Never      Sometimes (1 or 2 time a month)    Regularly (1 or 2 times a week) 
 Everyday 

36. During last school year, how often have you been bullied at school? 

 Never        Sometimes (1 or 2 time a month)       Regularly (1 or 2 times a week) 
 Everyday 

37. During last school year, how often did you miss school because you felt unsafe, 
uncomfortable or nervous at school or on your way to school? 

 Never        Sometimes (1 or 2 time a month)       Regularly (1 or 2 times a week) 
 Everyday 

38. Have you ever bullied other people? 

 Never        Sometimes (1 or 2 time a month)       Regularly (1 or 2 times a week) 
 Everyday 

39. Please choose the degree of agreement for each of the following statement about 
your previous school: 

 
Strongly 
Disagree 

   
Strongly 
Agree 

I felt close to people at my last school                               1            2            3            4             5 
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I felt like I am part of my last school                                 1            2            3            4             5 

I was happy to be at my last school                                   1            2            3            4             5 

The teachers at my last school treat student 
fairly         

 1            2            3            4             5 

I felt safe in my last school                                                  1            2            3            4             5 

 

SECTION C: YOUR NEIGHBOURHOOD, DRUGS AND MEDIA 

This section is about your last neighborhood BEFORE you came into this educational institution. Tick 
ONE BOX where applicable. 

40. How long did you live in your last neighbourhood?  (tick ONE box only)  

 Less than 1 year 
 Between 1 and 3 

years 
 More than  3 years  All my life 

41. How much do you agree or disagree with these statements?  (tick ONE box on EVERY 
line)  

 
Agree a 

lot 
Agree a 

bit 
Not sure Disagree  

a bit 
Disagree  

a lot 

I would rather live in another area 
than my own neighbourhood 

     

My neighbourhood has more 
crime than most other areas 

     

My neighbourhood has a good 
reputation 

     

42. How much of a problem do you think these things are in your neighbourhood?  
(tick ONE box on EVERY line)  

 Not a    
problem 

A bit of a 
problem 

A big  
problem 

I’m not sure 

People selling drugs     

Adults gambling     

Neighbours fighting on the street     

Too many game/internet shops in the area     

Drug needles (syringes) lying around     

43. If young people were hanging around the streets in your neighbourhood, how likely 
is it that an adult would try to move them on?  (tick ONE box only)   

 Very likely  Fairly likely  Not sure  Not very likely  Not at all likely 

44. How much do you agree or disagree with these statements? (tick ONE box on EVERY 
line)  

 
Agree a 

lot 
Agree a 

bit 
Not sure Disagree  

a bit 
Disagree  

a lot 

In my neighbourhood people do 
things  

together and try to help each 
other 

     

People in my neighbourhood can 
be trusted 

     

My neighbourhood notice when I 
am doing a good job and let me 
know about it 
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My neighbourhood create a lot of 
social activities for young people 
to involve 

     

My neighbourhood has plenty of 
space available for us to play 

     

45. About how many adults have you know personally who in the past year have …  
(tick ONE box on EVERY line) 

 None 1 2 3 4+ 

Used heroin or other drugs?      

Sold or dealt drugs? 
     

Done other things that could get 
them in trouble with the police, 
like stealing, selling stolen goods, 
mugging or assaulting other .etc. 

     

46. How much do each of the following statements describe your neighbourhood, or the 
area around where you live? (tick ONE box on EVERY line) 

 
Not 
True 

Somewhat True Certainly True 

A lot of criminal behaviours    

A lot of drug selling    

Fights    

A lot of empty or abandoned 
buildings 

   

47. In the past year, how many hours have you spent per day on playing game online in 
the internet? 

 Less than 2 
hours 

 2 – 4 
hours 

 4- 10 
hours 

 More than 10 
hours 

 I don’t play game online 

48. What types of game online did you play? 

 Strategy. Name? ________________  Sports. Name? ________________ 

 Role playing game. Name? 
________________ 

 Card game/Gambling. Name? _____________ 

 Other, please state __________________  

49. How much money have you spent per day on paying for the game online? 

 Less than 100,000VND   100 - 200,000VND  More than 200,000VND  

50. In the past year, how many hours have you spent per day on the internet? 

 Less than 2 hours  2 – 4 hours  4- 10 hours  More than 10 hours 

51. How often do you read online newspaper? 
 Never        Sometimes (1 or 2 time a month)       Regularly (1 or 2 times a week) 

 Everyday 

52. Which of these online newspapers did you read regularly? (tick ALL where applicable) 

 Vietnamnet.vn   24h.com.vn   Dantri.com.vn 

 VNexpress.net  Thanhnien.com.vn   Kenh14.vn 

 Other, please write __________________________________________ 

53. What types of articles did you read regularly? (tick ALL where applicable) 

 News  Celebrities  Movie 

 Sport  Social  Blog 

54. How often do you watch movies? 
 Never        Sometimes (1 or 2 time a month)       Regularly (1 or 2 times a week)  Everyday 

55. From what source did you often watch movie? (tick ONE box only) 
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 TV programmes  Internet  DVDs  Cinema 

56. What type of movie did you often watch? (tick ALL where applicable) 

 Action/Gangster  Comedy  Romance/Social Drama 

 Horror/Thriller  Adventure/Fantasy  Science Fiction 

57. Have you used illegal drugs (Eg: heroin, cannabis, crack .etc.) BEFORE you came into this 
institution? 

 No. Go to QUESTION 87  Yes 

58.  If YES, do you see substances use as a positive aspect 
of your life? 

 
 Yes      No      Don’t 

know 

59. Did you offend to obtain money for substances? 
 Yes      No      Don’t 

know 

60. Did you offend while under the influence of illegal 
drugs? 

 Yes      No      Don’t 
know 

61. Please rate the extent to which your substances use is associated with your offending 
BEFORE you came into this institution?  

Not associated    
Very strongly 

associated 

 0  1  2  3  4 

 

SECTION D: ABOUT YOU 

 

We would like to ask something about you. Please tick ONE box where applicable.  

62. How old are you?         12     13     14     15     16     17     18 
63. Are you male or female?                     Male              Female 

64. Can you make statement about your ethnicity? ________________ 

65. What school grade were you in BEFORE coming into this educational institution?               

 Lower 
than 

Grade 6 

 Grade 6    Grade 7  Grade 8  Grade 9  Grade 10  Grade 11  Grade 12 

66. Can you state exactly the province where you live BEFORE you came into the 
educational institution? _____________      

67. Which type of area best matches your living area?                               

 Rural  Urban  Suburban 
 

Remote/Mountainous 
 Coastal 

68. At what age were you first cautioned by the police?                                   

  12 13 14 15 16 17  

69. At what age were you first convicted of a criminal offence?  

  12 13 14 15 16 17  

70. How many times have you been convicted?                            

 
10+ 9 

8 7 6 5 4 3 2 1 

71. Which type(s) of offence have you EVER committed? (tick ALL where applicable) 

  
 Theft  

 Public disorder 

 Physical assault 

 Rape 

 

 Robbery 

 Murder 
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 Others. Please state  
__________    

72. Which type(s) of offence did you commit for THIS current sentence? (tick ALL where 
applicable) 

  

 Theft  

 Public disorder 

 Others. Please state  
__________    

 

 Physical assault 

 Rape 

 

 Robbery 

 Murder 

 

73. Which type of offence that you have committed do you think is the most serious? 
(tick ONE box only) 

  

 Theft  

 Public disorder 

 Others. Please state  
__________    

 Physical assault 

 Rape 

 

 Robbery 

 Murder 

 

Thank you for answering the questionnaire! 
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Appendix B: Key research evidence that identifies factors associated with youth 

offending in the UK and elsewhere 

Family circumstances 

Study reference Key findings 

Green et al. (2008) Significant risk factors included externalizing behaviours, 
prenatal smoking, parent marital status, and mother's 
education.  
Students with three or more risk factors had eight times the 
number of delinquency referrals than those with no identified 
risk factors. 

Laser et al.(2007) Results showed that many factors that had been linked to 
deviant behaviour in Western samples (e.g., lack of parental 
monitoring) were also predictive of deviant behaviour in 
Japanese youth. In addition, some factors that were of 
particular concern in Japan also predictive of deviant 
behaviour.  

Le & Wallen (2006) For family/partner violence, the strongest risk factors were 
victimization and parent discipline. Demographics, individual, 
and peer domains contributed more explanatory variance for 
serious violence, while individual and parental domains 
contributed more explanatory variance for family/partner 
violence.  

Harper & McLanahan (2004) Youths in father-absent households faced elevated 
incarceration risks. Those with the highest risks lived in families 
with stepparents, including father-stepmother families. It 
appeared that co-residential grandparents may help attenuate 
this risk, though remarriage and residential instability 
increased it.  

Reese et al. (2000) The risk literature on youth violence indicates that the most 
influential risk factors (i.e., the family, community, and peers) 
have their principle impact on youth aggression outside the 
school.  

Kofler-Westergren et al. (2010) The results a diagnosis of conduct disorder, family 
psychopathology, especially father deprivation, and substance 
abuse. The role of protective influences and implications for 
intervention programs and prognosis are discussed. 

Farrington et al. (2009)  Intergenerational transmission in family: convicted father 
predict conviction of son when controlling for risk factors, 
however, the predictive efficiency was reduced. 

Hoeve et al. (2007)   Family factors do not predict delinquency (ethnicity instead). 
 Lack of order and structure within family predict later 

offence.  

Murray & Farrington (2005)  Parental imprisonment is strong predictor for children 
delinquency and anti-social behaviour, even after controlling 
for childhood risk factors. 
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Individual characteristics 

Study reference Key findings 

Ray et al. (2013) The findings indicate that lower, less stable patterns of 
development are associated with more delinquent peer 
association, higher rates of parental criminality, fewer school 
bonds, and weaker maternal attachment. 

Bui et al. (2013) Risk factors for violence, issues of comparability, and 
prevalence versus strength of relationships of risk factors are 
examined. It is concluded that the higher prevalence of 
violence in Osaka is primarily a function of the higher 
prevalence of troubled peers and risk taking.  

Wong et al. (2010) Risk factors unique to females are identified, as well as risk 
factors shared by males and females. Sex differences in risk 
factors are mainly found for individual and family factors. 
Females and males differ less in school and peer risk factors.    

Emeka & Sorensen (2009) In this study, a generic risk assessment instrument was 
constructed from a pooled sample and used to identify the level 
of risk posed by females in comparison with males. The 
instrument provided only a marginal improvement over chance 
prediction of recidivism for youthful female probationers.  

Goldberg (2007) The current study examined high-risk, violent juvenile offenders 
with devastating past experiences to determine whether an 
individual-level approach could identify differences in the way 
they perceived their social world and whether these perceptions 
influenced the decision-making process.  

Webster (2006) This study suggests that earlier and current childhood and 
teenage influences trigger and sustain later re-offending. In 
contrast, it is argued that focus must be shifted to contingent 
risk factors that accrue in late teenage and young adulthood. 
Secondly, risk assessment and criminal career research has 
ignored the influence that unforeseen and unforeseeable 
processes of neighbourhood destabilization and life events 
have in criminal careers and their cessation. 

Hayden & Martin (2011)  ADHD traits among young people appear to be important risk 
factors for youth offending 

Emeka & Sorensen (2009)  Strong predictors of delinquency were the same for both males 
and females. However, antisocial predictor is not as important 
as school, family and history of physical and sexual abuse. 

Daigle et al. (2007)  There are different in the level of risk factors among males and females: 
 Females have more influence from outside factors than 

males, i.e.: victimisation, peers, school attachment, and 
depression. 

 Males have more influence from personal factor, i.e.: 
impulsivity, risky behaviour, ADHD, self-control.  

Lynam et al. (2009)  Psychopath in childhood predicts a significant number of 
offending in adulthood. The effect still presented when other 
variables were controlled for. This suggest that juvenile 
psychopath is important risk factors. 

Farrington (2004a)  ICAP theory: criminal behaviour have been established 
through the impact of long-term and short-term risk factors, 
which produce criminal potential of individual. 
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Peers influences 

Study reference Key findings 

Lachman et al. (2013) The results indicated that youth who join a group for 
instrumental purposes exhibit more delinquent behaviour 
than those who do not, while joining a group for reasons 
associated with filling a void and/or belonging has a weaker 
relationship to delinquency. The findings suggested that 
certain motivations for joining groups could serve as important 
risk factors that could be targeted by agencies and 
organizations seeking to prevent youth delinquent and gang 
behaviour. 

Le et al. (2005) The study of delinquency has focused on examining the 
relative predictive value of school, parent, and peer contextual 
variables, but relatively little research has included Chinese 
and Southeast Asian youth. It was found that peer delinquency 
was the strongest predictor of self-reported delinquency. 
However, its predictive power for the Chinese group is about 
one half that of the other groups. School attachment 
negatively predicted delinquency for Chinese and Vietnamese 
and for males and females but not for Cambodian and Laotian 
or Mien. Parent Attachment and parent discipline were found 
to be non-significant predictors.  

Hayden & Martin (2011)  Bullying in school significantly associate with bullying outside 
school. Have been bullied are more worried about bullying. 
Gang membership is highly associated with carrying weapon. 
Poor socio-economic circumstances, low education level 
achievement, been bullied and carrying weapon have 
connection with gang. 

Schooling 

Study reference Key findings 

Kemshall et al. (2006)  
Hayden et al. (2007) 

School exclusion, non-attendance, social network and drugs as 
risk factors for youth offending. 

Hayden & Martin (2011) High level of school connectedness associate with the less 
likelihood of fear of bullying, physical attack at school and so 
on. Low level of school connectedness relate with low school 
attainment and weapon carrying. 

Farrington & Ttofi (2010) The meta-analysis of the 44 evaluations showed overall, 
school-based anti-bullying programs are effective in reducing 
bullying and victimization (being bullied). Various program 
elements and intervention components were associated with 
a decrease in both bullying and victimization. Work with 
peers was associated with an increase in victimization 
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Cumulative of external factors 

Study reference Key findings 

Choi et al. (2012) Results show that multiracial youth have higher rates of violence and 
alcohol use than Whites and more marijuana use than Asian 
Americans. Higher levels of socioeconomic disadvantage and single-
parent family status partly explained the higher rates of problem 
behaviours among multiracial youth. Peer risk factors of substance-
using or antisocial friends were higher for multiracial youth than 
Whites, even after socioeconomic variables were accounted for, 
demonstrating a higher rate of peer risks among multiracial youth.  

Mulder et al. (2011) This study was aimed at finding risk factors that predict both overall 
recidivism and severity of recidivism in serious juvenile offenders. Several 
risk factors for recidivism were found: past criminal behaviour, conduct 
disorder, family risk factors (poor parenting skills, criminal behaviour in 
the family, and a history of physical and emotional abuse), involvement 
with criminal peers, and lack of treatment adherence (aggression during 
treatment, lack of coping strategies).  

van der Put et al. (2011) This study examined which dynamic risk factors for recidivism play an 
important role during adolescence. The potential effect of an 
intervention aimed at these factors will decrease as juveniles grow 
older. The relative importance of the risk factors also changed: In 
early adolescence, risk factors in the family domain showed the 
strongest association with recidivism, whereas in late adolescence 
risk factors in the attitude, relationships, and school domain were 
more strongly related to recidivism.  

Ribeaud & Eisner (2010) Results suggest that proximal behavioural and psychological risk factors 
most strongly predict later aggression, whereas more distal external 
factors related to the family, to school and to peer relationships are less 
predictive. The most distal factors (perinatal risks and socio-demographic 
factors) are only marginally associated with later aggression. Analysis of 
cumulative risk suggests a strong relationship between the number of 
risk factors and later aggression. Finally, results support the notion of a 
higher risk vulnerability of boys compared with girls. Results are 
discussed in the context of extant research.  

Chen & Avi Astor (2009) The results show that gender, age, direct victimization, witness 
victimization, alcohol use, smoking, anger traits, lack of impulse 
control, attitudes toward violence, poor quality of student—teacher 
relationships, and involvement with at-risk peers were significantly 
associated with school violence in Taiwan. The overall results suggest 
strong similarities in risk factors found in the West and school 
violence in Taiwan.  

Loeber et al. (2007) Predictive analyses discriminating between desisters and persisters in 
delinquency between ages 17 and 20 showed that all of the significant 
predictors were either child or peer risk factors. None of the 
cognitive, physiological, parenting, or community factors significantly 
predicted desistance from delinquency. In addition, no promotive 
factors were significantly related to desistance.  

van der Laan et al. (2009) The findings indicate that serious delinquency is related not only to 
(an accumulation of) long-term risk factors, but also to situational 
factors, such as lack of tangible guardians and having used substances 
(alcohol or drugs) prior to the offence. 
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Kemshall et al. (2006);  
Hayden et al. (2007);  
Farrington & Welsh (2007)  

These studies draw together research showing that children who 
grow up in disadvantaged neighbourhoods, typically those having 
poor living conditions, high rates of unemployment or youth 
offending, drug availability and so on, will have more likelihood of 
involvement in crime. 

Multilevel modelling and research on self-reported offending 

Study reference Country Sample Key findings 

Mohan et al. (2011) 
England and 
Wales 

British Crime 
Survey data  
2006/2007 

Predictors for perceptions of local and 
national crime trends: socio-
demographic background, their 
newspaper readership, and victim of 
crime. No negative effects were found 
for ethnic diversity. Living in a mixed 
neighbourhood is associated with a 
reduced likelihood of perceiving rising 
levels of national crime. 

Taylor et al. (2010) 
England and 
Wales 

British Crime 
Survey data  
2006/2007 

This paper investigated links 
between individual socio-economic 
characteristics, neighbourhood 
characteristics and individual 
perceptions of antisocial behaviour: 
the primary area-level determinants 
of high levels of antisocial behaviour 
lie in material circumstances, and 
that ethnic heterogeneity has no 
discernible effect on perceptions of 
antisocial behaviour.  

Schaefer et al., (2014) 
Arizona, 
America 

7,484 
delinquent 
youth  

Predictors for co-offending: young 
people are more likely to co-offend in 
contexts with more peers of their 
race/ethnicity, less disadvantage, 
and greater residential stability.  

Childs et al. (2011) 
Florida, 
America 

924 newly 
arrested 
juvenile 
offenders 

Predictors for drug use: individual-level 
socio-demographic characteristics 
(age, seriousness of arrest charge) and 
residential stability.    

Yusuf et al., (2011) 
Ibadan, 
Nigeria 

2,000 
students 

Predictors for violent behaviour 
among secondary school students:  
drugs use.   The study recommended 
the use of multilevel logistic 
modelling when data are clustered.   

Wong et al., (2009) 
 
  
 

Guangzhou, 
China 

24 schools; 
6628 
students 
aged 13-16 

Predictors of physical abuse: Low 
SES, mother’s higher occupational 
and educational status, Internal 
migration status, younger age groups 
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Appendix C: The UK political system 

In contrast to the political system in Vietnam, the United Kingdom is defined as a 

Parliamentary Democracy State, in which the government is formed by a dominant 

party (or Coalition, as in May 2010) in election. The British political system is headed 

by a monarchy; however the powers of the monarch as head of state are ceremonial. 

The most important practical power is the election of Members of Parliament by the 

general public, who in turn form a government and opposition.  The governing party 

(or coalition of parties) is the one that wins the most seats in the House of Commons 

in an election54. There are three major political parties in the political system of 

England include: the Labour Party; the Conservative Party; and the Liberal Democrat 

Party. In addition to these three main parties, there are some much smaller parties such 

as the Green Party, as well as nationalists such as the Scottish National Party in 

Scotland, Northern Ireland and Plaid Cymru in Wales. By convention, the leader of 

the political party with the largest number of members in the House of Commons 

becomes the Prime Minster; the appointment is followed by a formal invitation from 

and audience with the Queen. 

The system of politics in the United Kingdom has also followed the ‘separation of 

power’ doctrine55, which divides the power of the state into three branches: the 

executive, the legislature, and the judiciary. The United Kingdom Parliament is the 

supreme legislative body in the United Kingdom. An important feature of the British 

system of politics is that, apart from the Parliament of the United Kingdom, there is 

also a devolved Scottish Parliament, and devolved Assemblies in Wales and Northern 

Ireland, with varying degrees of legislative authority. For that reason, there will be 

differences in the system and policies between England and Scotland, Northern Ireland 

and Wales, therefore in the following paragraphs the political system mentioned will 

refer to England only.  

                                                 
54 Currently the United Kingdom uses the First-past-the-post (FPTP) voting system in election; this 

refers to an election won by the candidate with the most votes. The winning candidate does not 

necessarily receive an absolute majority of all votes cast. 

55 The doctrine 'separation of powers’, first proposed by the French Philosopher, Montesquieu,  is often 

used interchangeably with trias politica principle.  
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The Parliament of the United Kingdom is bicameral, consisting of the House of 

Commons and the House of Lords. The United Kingdom parliament is distinguished 

from many other countries with a non-fixed term parliament, by which a General 

Election56 can be called by the Prime Minister at any time during a five-year-term.  

Repeats earlier stuff Members of the Commons (MPs) debate the big political issues 

of the day and proposals for new laws. It is one of the key workplaces for government 

ministers, such as the Prime Minister and the Chancellor, and the principal figures of 

the main political parties. The House of Lords is the second chamber of the United 

Kingdom Parliament, it complements the work of the House of Commons. It makes 

laws, holds government to account and investigates policy issues. Its membership is 

mostly appointed and includes experts in many fields. 

The highest authority that has executive power in the United Kingdom political system 

is the government, which is led by the Prime Minister. Historically, most governments 

have been composed of ministers from a single political party which had an overall 

majority of seats in the House of Commons and the 'first-past-the-post' (FPTP) 

electoral system greatly facilitates and indeed promotes this outcome. However, 

occasionally there have been minority governments or coalition governments. The 

current government of the United Kingdom, which was elected in May 2010, is the 

first coalition government between the Conservatives and the Liberal Democrats. 

Constitutionally the head of state is the monarch who is a hereditary member of the 

Royal Family. However, the monarch has very few formal powers and is ceremonial 

only. Therefore, practically the most important person in the English political system 

is the Prime Minister. The Prime Minister is responsible for choosing the ministers 

who run Government departments and chairs the Cabinet57. Furthermore, the Prime 

Minister is also a very powerful figure and increasingly has been behaving much like 

a president in other political systems, especially in the area of foreign policy.  

                                                 
56 General Election:  a nationwide election for around 650 seats in the House of Commons.  

57 Cabinet:  the collective decision-making body of Her Majesty's Government in the United Kingdom, 

composed of the Prime Minister and some 22 Cabinet Ministers, the most senior of the government 

ministers. 
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The United Kingdom’s judicial branch is complex, which operates three separate legal 

systems includes: England and Wales, Scotland, and Northern Ireland. Although these 

three systems are bound by similar principles, they differ in form and the manner of 

operation. The Ministry of Justice is responsible for administers the court system. A 

Judicial Appointments Commission has been set up to advice the head of the Ministry 

of Justice on the appointment of new judges. The Appellate Committee of the House 

of Lords, which previously was the highest court in the United Kingdom, was replaced 

by the Supreme Court in October 2009 to allow the judiciary to operate in total 

independence from the Government.  
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Appendix D: Distribution of youth crime across provinces 

 Theft Public crime Serious crime Other crime Total 

Ho Chi Minh city 105 47 24 8 184 

Dong Nai 74 21 11 1 107 

Binh Thuan 40 35 3 2 80 

Binh Phuoc 56 14 4 5 79 

Tay Ninh 33 26 2 0 61 

Lam Dong 46 10 2 1 59 

Da Nang 38 14 3 3 58 

Quang Ngai 39 12 2 0 53 

Binh Duong 34 10 6 2 52 

Gia Lai 43 3 1 0 47 

Dak Lak 32 9 3 2 46 

Hanoi 37 5 0 1 43 

Quang Nam 39 2 2 0 43 

Khanh Hoa 28 12 1 1 42 

Kien Giang 23 14 5 0 42 

Hue 25 13 2 0 40 

Quang Ninh 32 3 2 1 38 

Vung Tau 28 5 3 1 37 

Vinh Phuc 28 1 5 0 34 

Tien Giang 17 13 4 0 34 

Bac Ninh 25 2 3 2 32 

Nghe An 27 3 0 2 32 

Binh Dinh 21 9 2 0 32 

Quang Binh 26 2 0 3 31 

Dak Nong 26 2 0 2 30 

An Giang 15 10 2 1 28 

Quang Tri 23 4 0 0 27 

Phu Yen 14 10 3 0 27 

Hai Duong 19 1 3 1 24 

Thanh Hoa 23 1 0 0 24 

Bac Giang 21 2 0 0 23 

Ninh Thuan 14 4 1 0 19 

Phu Tho 14 3 1 0 18 

Hai Phong 11 3 0 3 17 

Lang Son 13 1 1 2 17 

Tra Vinh 10 6 1 0 17 

Son La 16 0 0 0 16 

Long An 8 7 0 1 16 

Hung Yen 13 0 0 2 15 

Nam Dinh 15 0 0 0 15 

Kon Tum 12 2 1 0 15 
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 Theft Public crime Serious crime Other crime Total 

Dong Thap 10 2 2 0 14 

Ca Mau 11 2 1 0 14 

Thai Binh 11 0 1 0 12 

Hau Giang 7 5 0 0 12 

Hoa Binh 5 2 1 3 11 

Ha Tinh 10 1 0 0 11 

Ha Nam 8 2 0 0 10 

Ben Tre 6 3 1 0 10 

Ninh Binh 6 1 2 0 9 

Can Tho 8 1 0 0 9 

Soc Trang 6 3 0 0 9 

Cao Bang 7 0 1 0 8 

Tuyen Quang 7 0 1 0 8 

Yen Bai 7 0 1 0 8 

Bac Kan 7 0 0 0 7 

Vinh Long 6 1 0 0 7 

Bac Lieu 1 4 1 0 6 

Ha Giang 4 0 0 0 4 

Lao Cai 3 1 0 0 4 

Thai Nguyen 4 0 0 0 4 

Lai Chau 1 0 0 0 1 

Total 1298 369 115 50 1832 
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Appendix E: Analysis results: logistics multilevel models 

E.1. Multilevel models: examining factors associated with committing theft   

E.1.1. Model 1 

In Model 1, the effect of region has been taken into account. As described in Chapter 

4, when young offenders are sent for punishment to an educational institution, they are 

more likely to be directed to the nearest institution in their area (one of the four 

institutions available in the country). Therefore it can be assumed that the institution 

in which young offenders are accommodated is representative of the specific 

area/region that it covers. There are significant differences (p<0.05 and Wald>3.84) 

between the four institutions in the likelihood of committing theft. Those who reside 

in Da Nang, Dong Nai and Long An are less likely to be charged for theft, compared 

to those in the reference institution (Ninh Binh). The chance of committing theft in Da 

Nang, Dong Nai, and Long An is 74.7% (antilogit of (1.643 + (-0.557)) = 0.747), 

64.3% (antilogit of (1.643 + (-1.055)) = 0.643), and 61.9% (antilogit of (1.643 + (-

1.157) = 0.619), respectively. The probability for young offenders in Ninh Binh to 

commit theft is 83.8% (equals antilogit of 1.643 = 0.838). These results are consistent 

with the descriptive statistics presented in Chapter 5 (p. 89 - 90). The confidence 

intervals around these odds ratios indicate that they are all statistically significantly 

different from the reference category (see Chapter 4 for explanation).   

E.1.2. Model 2 

Table E.1 illustrates the results of a multilevel model when the demographic 

characteristics of the young offenders are included in the model. As can be seen from 

the table, there are three variables which are not significant in the model. These are 

being aged 18 or over, gender, and ethnicity (p>0.05 and Wald<3.84). These variables 

are therefore removed from the model. After removing these three variables, the model 

was fitted again and all remaining explanatory variables appear to have significant 

association with the dependent variable (i.e. committed theft).  
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Table E.1: Multilevel model for predicting theft: model 2 

 beta  SE p-value Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 2 when Demographic characteristics were included 
Constant 1.703 0.399 0.000 18.229 5.489 2.512 11.993 
Da Nang -0.491 0.226 0.030 4.707 0.612 0.393 0.954 
Dong Nai -1.059 0.222 0.000 22.863 0.347 0.225 0.535 
Long An -1.293 0.279 0.000 21.552 0.274 0.159 0.474 
15-17 0.341 0.171 0.046 3.982 1.407 1.006 1.968 
18 and over -0.264 0.200 0.187 1.739 0.768 0.519 1.137 
Gender -0.045 0.299 0.880 0.023 0.956 0.532 1.718 
Ethnicity 0.092 0.218 0.674 0.177 1.096 0.715 1.681 
Middle school -0.357 0.141 0.012 6.359 0.700 0.531 0.924 
High school -0.630 0.276 0.023 5.204 0.533 0.310 0.915 
        
Model 2 after Gender, Ethnicity, and Age group (18 and over) were excluded 
Constant 1.593 0.213 0.000 56.047 4.920 3.242 7.467 
Da Nang -0.530 0.220 0.016 5.815 0.589 0.383 0.906 
Dong Nai -1.092 0.214 0.000 26.009 0.335 0.220 0.510 
Long An -1.338 0.271 0.000 24.285 0.262 0.154 0.447 
15-17 0.515 0.115 0.000 20.088 1.674 1.336 2.097 
Middle school -0.340 0.136 0.012 6.258 0.712 0.546 0.929 
High school -0.640 0.268 0.017 5.682 0.527 0.312 0.892 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

E.1.3. Model 3 

In model 3, variables belonging to the individual circumstances domain were included 

in the analysis (Table E.2 and Table E.3). As can be seen from Table E.2, after all 

variables in the individual circumstance domain were inserted into the model, seven 

variables appeared to have no association with the dependent variables (p>0.05 and 

Wald<3.84). These included: level of education (High school); ever lived in care; live 

with parents (with only mother/father); drugs misuse in family; household violence; ever 

run away; and ever skipped school. Therefore these were excluded from the model.    

After removing these seven variables, the multilevel model was fitted again and two 

variables were found insignificant in the new version, namely: criminality in family, and 

ever been excluded from school. These variables were also excluded from the model. 

The third time model 3 was run (Table E.3) the effect of institution (Da Nang) on the 

dependent variable disappeared, indicating that the difference between Da Nang and 

Ninh Binh is no longer significant. This institution was thus removed from the model 

and the base category therefore represents the institutions of Da Nang and Ninh Binh. 

The final run of model 3 is presented in Table E.3, in which all remaining variables 

present significant effects (p<0.05 and Wald>3.84) on the dependent variables.  
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Table E.2: Multilevel model for predicting theft: model 3 (part 1) 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 3 when Individual circumstances were included 
Constant 0.333 0.361 0.356 0.852 1.395 0.688 2.830 
Da Nang -0.509 0.258 0.049 3.889 0.601 0.363 0.997 
Dong Nai -1.241 0.248 0.000 25.060 0.289 0.178 0.470 
Long An -1.743 0.353 0.000 24.376 0.175 0.088 0.350 
15-17 0.782 0.147 0.000 28.139 2.186 1.637 2.919 
Middle school -0.567 0.186 0.002 9.334 0.567 0.394 0.816 
High school -0.625 0.326 0.055 3.677 0.535 0.283 1.014 
Ever lived in care 0.009 0.201 0.964 0.002 1.009 0.680 1.497 
Lived with only 
mother/father  

0.284 0.180 0.114 2.495 1.328 0.934 1.889 

Lived with others 0.410 0.216 0.058 3.595 1.507 0.986 2.303 
Criminality in family -0.359 0.173 0.038 4.286 0.699 0.497 0.981 
Alcohol misuse in family 0.467 0.151 0.002 9.584 1.596 1.187 2.145 
Drug misuse in family 0.085 0.246 0.732 0.118 1.088 0.671 1.764 
Household violence  -0.060 0.146 0.682 0.168 0.942 0.707 1.255 
Ever runaway 0.374 0.199 0.061 3.519 1.453 0.983 2.147 
Ever been homeless 0.489 0.162 0.002 9.144 1.631 1.188 2.239 
Ever skipped school 0.448 0.232 0.053 3.742 1.565 0.994 2.465 
Ever excluded from school -0.382 0.148 0.010 6.641 0.682 0.510 0.913 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

0.763 0.166 0.000 21.145 2.145 1.549 2.969 

Ever used illegal 
drug/alcohol 

-0.423 0.148 0.004 8.213 0.655 0.491 0.875 

        
Model 3 after Level of education (High school), Ever lived in care, Live with parents (with only 
mother/father), Drugs misuse in family, Household violence, Ever run away, and Ever skipped 
school, were removed 
Constant 0.935 0.270 0.001 12.012 2.546 1.501 4.320 
Da Nang -0.495 0.249 0.047 3.951 0.609 0.374 0.993 
Dong Nai -1.172 0.243 0.000 23.232 0.310 0.192 0.499 
Long An -1.415 0.326 0.000 18.826 0.243 0.128 0.460 
15-17 0.673 0.133 0.000 25.725 1.961 1.511 2.543 
Middle school -0.351 0.148 0.018 5.621 0.704 0.527 0.941 
Criminality in family -0.126 0.151 0.404 0.696 0.882 0.656 1.185 
Alcohol misuse in family 0.369 0.133 0.005 7.743 1.446 1.115 1.875 
Ever been homeless 0.551 0.141 0.000 15.274 1.736 1.316 2.289 
Ever excluded from school -0.253 0.132 0.054 3.708 0.776 0.600 1.005 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

0.732 0.150 0.000 23.952 2.079 1.551 2.788 

Ever used illegal 
drug/alcohol 

-0.423 0.130 0.001 10.521 0.655 0.507 0.846 

        
Model 3 after Criminality in family, Ever been excluded from school were removed  
Constant 0.849 0.253 0.001 11.226 2.338 1.423 3.842 
Da Nang -0.419 0.238 0.078 3.113 0.658 0.413 1.048 
Dong Nai -1.135 0.231 0.000 24.111 0.321 0.204 0.506 
Long An -1.422 0.307 0.000 21.504 0.241 0.132 0.440 
15-17 0.601 0.127 0.000 22.292 1.825 1.422 2.342 
Middle school -0.402 0.141 0.004 8.101 0.669 0.507 0.882 
Alcohol misuse in family 0.363 0.127 0.004 8.244 1.438 1.122 1.843 
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 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Ever been homeless 0.562 0.136 0.000 16.976 1.754 1.343 2.292 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

0.762 0.142 0.000 28.865 2.143 1.623 2.829 

Ever used illegal 
drugs/alcohol 

-0.429 0.124 0.001 11.967 0.651 0.510 0.830 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

 

Table E.3: Multilevel model for predicting theft: model 3 (part 2) 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 3 after Institution (Da Nang) was removed 
Constant 0.621 0.218 0.004 8.109 1.862 1.214 2.855 
Dong Nai -0.916 0.201 0.000 20.767 0.400 0.270 0.593 
Long An -1.195 0.284 0.000 17.731 0.303 0.174 0.528 
15-17 0.598 0.128 0.000 22.018 1.819 1.417 2.336 
Middle school -0.380 0.142 0.007 7.190 0.684 0.518 0.903 
Alcohol misuse in family 0.365 0.127 0.004 8.302 1.441 1.124 1.848 
Ever been homeless 0.570 0.137 0.000 17.450 1.769 1.354 2.312 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

0.766 0.142 0.000 29.025 2.151 1.628 2.843 

Ever used illegal 
drugs/alcohol 

-0.441 0.124 0.000 12.620 0.643 0.504 0.821 

E.1.4. Model 4 

In model 4, variables that belong to the family- related factors domain (derived by the PCA 

- see Chapter 6) were inserted in to the model. These included: family bond, family 

communication, positive family communication, family supervision, and family 

relationship. Table E.4 illustrates the results of the multilevel models fitted over all these 

variables. The results indicate that all variables belonging to family- related factors have no 

significant effects on the dependent variable (i.e. committed theft); thus they were removed 

from the model. The final run of model 4, after removing family- related factors, is the same 

as model 3 above (see Table E.3).  
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Table E.4: Multilevel model for predicting theft: model 4 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Constant 0.770 0.275 0.005 7.829 2.160 1.259 3.704 
Dong Nai -1.114 0.233 0.000 22.814 0.328 0.208 0.519 
Long An -1.246 0.365 0.001 11.655 0.288 0.141 0.588 
15-17 0.606 0.169 0.000 12.925 1.833 1.317 2.551 
Middle school -0.530 0.185 0.004 8.203 0.589 0.410 0.846 
Alcohol misuse in family 0.344 0.165 0.038 4.322 1.410 1.020 1.950 
Ever been homeless 0.529 0.176 0.003 9.026 1.698 1.202 2.398 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

0.859 0.190 0.000 20.465 2.361 1.627 3.425 

Ever used illegal 
drugs/alcohol 

-0.414 0.163 0.011 6.425 0.661 0.480 0.910 

Family bond  -0.022 0.035 0.516 0.423 0.978 0.914 1.046 
Family communication  0.048 0.081 0.553 0.351 1.049 0.896 1.229 
Positive family 
communication  

0.076 0.066 0.246 1.343 1.079 0.949 1.227 

Family supervision  0.105 0.090 0.243 1.365 1.111 0.931 1.325 
Family relationship  -0.041 0.079 0.604 0.269 0.960 0.821 1.121 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

E.1.5. Model 5 

In model 5, variables that belong to school-related factors including, school 

connectedness and bullying at school, were inserted in to the model. Table E.5 

illustrates the results of the multilevel models fitted over all these variables. The results 

indicate that all variables belonging to the school-related factors domain have no 

significant effects on the dependent variable (i.e. committed theft); thus they were 

removed from the model. The final run of model 5, after removing school-related 

factors, is the same as model 3 above (see Table E.3). 

Table E.5: Multilevel model for predicting theft: model 5 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Constant 0.630 0.258 0.015 5.946 1.877 1.132 3.114 
Dong Nai -0.874 0.230 0.000 14.474 0.417 0.266 0.654 
Long An -1.643 0.355 0.000 21.454 0.193 0.096 0.388 
15-17 0.745 0.151 0.000 24.182 2.106 1.565 2.833 
Middle school -0.472 0.168 0.005 7.893 0.624 0.449 0.867 
Alcohol misuse in family 0.438 0.150 0.003 8.532 1.549 1.155 2.078 
Ever been homeless 0.490 0.163 0.003 8.990 1.632 1.185 2.247 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

0.651 0.174 0.000 14.040 1.917 1.364 2.694 

Ever used illegal 
drugs/alcohol 

-0.387 0.149 0.009 6.731 0.679 0.507 0.910 

School connectedness  0.014 0.014 0.325 0.969 1.014 0.986 1.042 
Bullying at school  0.057 0.052 0.278 1.176 1.058 0.955  1.172 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 
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E.1.6. Model 6 

In model 6, variables belonging to community drugs and media factors were 

inserted in to the model. This includes: community bond, ASB in neighbourhood, 

community safety, negative attitudes toward community, and criminal 

acquaintances. Table E.6 illustrates the results of the multilevel models fitted over 

all these variables. The results indicate that all variables belonging to the 

community, drugs and media factors domain have no significant effects on 

dependent variable (i.e. committed theft), except criminal acquaintances. The four 

insignificant variables thus were removed from the model. The multilevel model 

was fitted again after removing insignificant variables and revealed that the effect 

of criminal acquaintances on dependent variable had disappeared. Therefore this 

variable was also excluded from the model. The final run of model 6 after removing 

all variables belonging to community, drugs and media factors domain is the same 

as model 3 above (see Table E.3). 

Table E.6: Multilevel model for predicting theft: model 6 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI 
low 

CI 
high 

Model 6 when Community, drugs and media risk factors domain was included 
Constant 0.634 0.252 0.012 6.332 1.886 1.151 3.091 
Dong Nai -1.019 0.221 0.000 21.296 0.361 0.234 0.556 
Long An -1.516 0.329 0.000 21.239 0.220 0.115 0.418 
15-17 0.743 0.148 0.000 25.090 2.101 1.571 2.810 
Middle school -0.492 0.169 0.004 8.481 0.611 0.439 0.851 
Alcohol misuse in family 0.379 0.148 0.010 6.563 1.461 1.093 1.952 
Ever been homeless 0.598 0.157 0.000 14.576 1.819 1.338 2.472 
Played game online more than two 
hours per day 

0.727 0.169 0.000 18.494 2.068 1.485 2.880 

Ever used illegal drugs/alcohol -0.344 0.154 0.025 5.024 0.709 0.525 0.958 
Community bond  -0.034 0.021 0.105 2.635 0.966 0.927 1.007 
ASB in neighbourhood  -0.002 0.020 0.935 0.007 0.998 0.959 1.039 
Community safety  0.050 0.045 0.268 1.229 1.051 0.962 1.148 
Negative attitudes toward 
community 

0.035 0.036 0.341 0.905 1.035 0.964 1.112 

Criminal acquaintances -0.069 0.034 0.040 4.205 0.934 0.874 0.997 
        
Model 6 after Community bond, ASB in neighbourhood, Community safety, Negative attitudes 
towards community, were removed  
Constant 0.671 0.237 0.005 8.012 1.957 1.229 3.116 
Dong Nai -1.019 0.219 0.000 21.643 0.361 0.235 0.554 
Long An -1.235 0.312 0.000 15.656 0.291 0.158 0.536 
15-17 0.670 0.136 0.000 24.089 1.954 1.495 2.553 
Middle school -0.462 0.154 0.003 9.006 0.630 0.466 0.852 
Alcohol misuse in family 0.399 0.136 0.003 8.626 1.490 1.142 1.944 
Ever been homeless 0.558 0.144 0.000 14.902 1.747 1.316 2.318 
Played game online more than two 
hours per day 

0.744 0.153 0.000 23.487 2.104 1.557 2.842 

Ever used illegal drugs/alcohol -0.332 0.139 0.017 5.734 0.717 0.547 0.942 
Criminal acquaintances -0.046 0.029 0.114 2.497 0.955 0.903 1.011 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 
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E.2. Multilevel models: examining factors associated with committing public 

crime 

E.2.1. Model 1   

In the subsequent model (Model 1), the effect of region has been taken into account. 

According to this the dummy variable for institution is included in the model (Model 

1). There are significant differences (p<0.05 and Wald>3.84) between the four 

institutions in the likelihood of committing public crime. Those who reside in Da 

Nang, Dong Nai, and Long An are more likely to be charged for public offences, 

compared to those in the reference institution (Ninh Binh). The chance of committing 

public crime for Da Nang, Dong Nai, and Long An is 18.8% (antilogit of ((-2.528) + 

1.069) = 0.188), 24.7% (antilogit of ((-2.528) + 1.412 = 0.247) and 32.5% (antilogit of 

((-2.528) + 1.796 = 0.325), respectively. The probability for young people in Ninh 

Binh committing public crime is 7.4% (antilogit of (-2.528) = 0.074). These results are 

consistent with the descriptive statistics about the distribution of public crime across 

institutions (Chapter 5, p. 89 - 90). The confidence intervals of these odds ratio do not 

contain one indicating the significance of the results.  

E.2.2. Model 2 

Table E.7 illustrates the results of multilevel models when demographic characteristics 

of young offenders were included in the model. As seen from the table, two variables - 

namely ethnicity and education level (middle school) - present non-significant effect on 

the dependent variables (p>0.05 and Wald<3.84), and therefore are removed from the 

model. After removing these three variables, the model was fitted again and all 

remaining explanatory variables appear to have significant association with the 

dependent variable (i.e. committed public crime).  
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Table E.7: Multilevel model for predicting public crime: model 2 

 beta  SE p-value Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 2 when added demographic characteristics 
Constant -4.251 0.619 0.000 47.206 0.014 0.004 0.048 
Da Nang 0.802 0.280 0.004 8.216 2.231 1.289 3.862 
Dong Nai 1.266 0.273 0.000 21.451 3.548 2.076 6.064 
Long An 1.815 0.327 0.000 30.833 6.140 3.236 11.650 
15-17 0.842 0.277 0.002 9.225 2.322 1.348 4.000 
18 and over 1.756 0.295 0.000 35.489 5.788 3.248 10.315 
Gender 0.999 0.497 0.044 4.047 2.716 1.026 7.187 
Ethnicity -0.332 0.250 0.184 1.763 0.718 0.440 1.171 
Middle school 0.230 0.162 0.157 2.001 1.258 0.915 1.730 
High school 0.790 0.293 0.007 7.284 2.202 1.241 3.908 
        
Model 2 after removed ethnicity and education level (middle school) 
Constant -4.377 0.573 0.000 58.456 0.013 0.004 0.039 
Da Nang 0.772 0.271 0.004 8.113 2.164 1.272 3.681 
Dong Nai 1.195 0.261 0.000 20.966 3.304 1.981 5.510 
Long An 1.662 0.302 0.000 30.208 5.270 2.914 9.534 
15-17 0.893 0.276 0.001 10.488 2.442 1.423 4.191 
18 and over 1.808 0.292 0.000 38.313 6.099 3.441 10.813 
Gender 0.992 0.496 0.045 4.001 2.696 1.020 7.126 
High school 0.578 0.263 0.028 4.837 1.783 1.065 2.986 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

E.2.3. Model 3 

In model 3, variables belonging to the individual circumstances domain were 

included in the analysis. Table E.8 present the results of multilevel models run over 

the explanatory variables. As seen from Table E.8, after all variables in the 

individual circumstance domain were inserted into the model, ten variables 

appeared to have no association with the dependent variable (p>0.05 and 

Wald<3.84) and were excluded from the model. This included: Institution (Da 

Nang), gender, education level (high school), lived in care, lived with parents (with 

only mother/father), criminality in family, drugs misuse in family, household 

violence, run away, and skipped school.  

After removing these ten variables, the multilevel model was fitted again and two 

insignificant variables remained: alcohol misuse in family and exclusion from school. 

These variables were also excluded from the model. The final run of model 3 shows 

that all remaining variables present significant effects (p<0.05 and Wald>3.84) on the 

dependent variable (i.e. public crime).  
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Table E.8: Multilevel model for predicting public crime: model 3 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 3 when included individual circumstances 
Constant -3.000 0.735 0.000 16.640 0.050 0.012 0.210 
Da Nang 0.594 0.323 0.066 3.385 1.811 0.962 3.411 
Dong Nai 1.160 0.309 0.000 14.076 3.190 1.740 5.846 
Long An 2.086 0.390 0.000 28.681 8.056 3.754 17.289 
15-17 0.862 0.346 0.013 6.224 2.368 1.203 4.663 
18 and over 2.004 0.369 0.000 29.461 7.415 3.597 15.288 
Gender 1.012 0.569 0.076 3.157 2.750 0.901 8.395 
High school 0.464 0.308 0.132 2.263 1.590 0.869 2.908 
Ever lived in care -0.089 0.233 0.704 0.144 0.915 0.579 1.446 
Lived with only 
mother/father  

-0.244 0.209 0.242 1.368 0.784 0.521 1.179 

Lived with others -0.738 0.284 0.009 6.767 0.478 0.274 0.834 
Criminality in family 0.137 0.205 0.504 0.447 1.147 0.768 1.714 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.458 0.176 0.010 6.724 0.633 0.448 0.894 
Drug misuse in family -0.453 0.311 0.146 2.116 0.636 0.345 1.170 
Household violence  0.173 0.172 0.317 1.001 1.188 0.847 1.666 
Ever runaway -0.433 0.227 0.057 3.630 0.649 0.415 1.013 
Ever been homeless -0.417 0.191 0.029 4.773 0.659 0.453 0.958 
Ever skipped school -0.467 0.265 0.078 3.109 0.627 0.373 1.054 
Ever excluded from school 0.471 0.173 0.007 7.405 1.602 1.141 2.250 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

-0.797 0.185 0.000 18.529 0.451 0.314 0.648 

Ever used illegal 
drugs/alcohol 

0.377 0.172 0.028 4.819 1.458 1.041 2.040 

        
Model 3 after Institution (Da Nang), Gender, Education level (high school), Lived in care, Lived 
with parents (with only mother/father), Criminality in family, Drugs misuse in family, Household 
violence, Run away, Skipped school, were removed from the model. 
Constant -2.439 0.353 0.000 47.732 0.087 0.044 0.174 
Dong Nai 0.865 0.232 0.000 13.950 2.374 1.508 3.738 
Long An 1.404 0.308 0.000 20.836 4.070 2.228 7.437 
15-17 0.922 0.311 0.003 8.779 2.514 1.366 4.626 
18 and over 1.849 0.327 0.000 31.937 6.351 3.345 12.059 
Lived with others -0.621 0.233 0.008 7.112 0.537 0.340 0.848 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.291 0.151 0.054 3.705 0.747 0.555 1.005 
Ever been homeless -0.474 0.167 0.004 8.106 0.622 0.449 0.863 
Ever excluded from school 0.242 0.151 0.109 2.566 1.274 0.947 1.713 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

-0.725 0.166 0.000 18.980 0.484 0.349 0.671 

Ever used illegal 
drugs/alcohol 

0.344 0.149 0.021 5.299 1.411 1.052 1.890 

        
Model 3 after removed Alcohol misuse in family and Exclusion from school 
Constant -2.400 0.333 0.000 52.021 0.091 0.047 0.174 
Dong Nai 0.821 0.213 0.000 14.886 2.274 1.498 3.451 
Long An 1.355 0.283 0.000 22.996 3.877 2.228 6.745 
15-17 0.948 0.300 0.002 9.997 2.580 1.434 4.643 
18 and over 1.806 0.315 0.000 32.847 6.086 3.282 11.286 
Lived with others -0.606 0.223 0.006 7.426 0.545 0.353 0.843 
Ever been homeless -0.496 0.160 0.002 9.679 0.609 0.445 0.832 
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 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

-0.791 0.156 0.000 25.872 0.453 0.334 0.615 

Ever used illegal 
drugs/alcohol 

0.338 0.142 0.017 5.661 1.403 1.061 1.854 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

E.2.4. Model 4 

In model 4, variables that belong to family- related factors were inserted in to the 

model. This included: family bond, family communication, positive family 

communication, family supervision, and family relationship. Table E.9 illustrates the 

results of the multilevel models fitted using these variables. The results indicate that 

the effects of lived with parents (others), homeless, and used illegal drugs/alcohol 

disappeared. The results also show that all variables belonging to family- related 

factors have no significant effects on the dependent variable (i.e. committed public 

crime), and thus were removed from the model. After this, the final run of model 4 

presents significant effects for all remaining variables. 

Table E.9: Multilevel model for predicting public crime: model 4 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 4 when Family risk factors were included  
Constant -2.514 0.435 0.000 33.397 0.081 0.034 0.190 
Dong Nai 1.134 0.244 0.000 21.587 3.107 1.926 5.012 
Long An 1.386 0.352 0.000 15.502 3.998 2.006 7.971 
15-17 0.949 0.394 0.016 5.796 2.584 1.193 5.596 
18 and over 1.757 0.418 0.000 17.659 5.796 2.554 13.154 
Lived with others -0.522 0.296 0.077 3.117 0.593 0.332 1.059 
Ever been homeless -0.372 0.203 0.067 3.355 0.689 0.463 1.026 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

-0.840 0.206 0.000 16.636 0.432 0.288 0.646 

Ever used illegal 
drugs/alcohol 

0.263 0.185 0.156 2.016 1.301 0.905 1.870 

Family bond  0.038 0.039 0.320 0.988 1.039 0.963 1.121 
Family communication  0.060 0.091 0.510 0.434 1.062 0.889 1.268 
Positive family 
communication  

0.016 0.074 0.828 0.047 1.016 0.879 1.174 

Family supervision  -0.127 0.100 0.202 1.629 0.881 0.724 1.070 
Family relationship  -0.095 0.087 0.274 1.196 0.909 0.767 1.078 
        
Model 4 after Lived with parents (others), Homeless, and Family risk factors domain were 
removed 
Constant -2.181 0.298 0.000 53.553 0.113 0.063 0.203 
Dong Nai 0.701 0.223 0.002 9.833 2.015 1.300 3.122 
Long An 1.272 0.276 0.000 21.251 3.569 2.078 6.131 
15-17 0.813 0.268 0.002 9.195 2.255 1.333 3.814 
18 and over 1.655 0.284 0.000 33.865 5.235 2.998 9.143 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

-0.955 0.144 0.000 44.168 0.385 0.290 0.510 
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Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

E.2.5. Model 5 

In model 5, variables that belong to the school-related factors including school 

connectedness and bullying at school, were inserted into the model. Table E.10 

indicates that school connectedness shows no significant effects on the dependent 

variable (i.e. committed public crime), and thus was removed from the model.  

Table E.10: Multilevel model for predicting public crime: model 5 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 5 when added School-related risk factors 
Constant -2.466 0.385 0.000 41.035 0.085 0.040 0.181 
Dong Nai 0.746 0.260 0.004 8.251 2.108 1.267 3.506 
Long An 1.481 0.350 0.000 17.880 4.396 2.213 8.732 
15-17 0.930 0.347 0.007 7.198 2.534 1.285 5.000 
18 and over 1.928 0.363 0.000 28.186 6.878 3.375 14.016 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

-0.795 0.178 0.000 20.057 0.452 0.319 0.639 

School connectedness  -0.000 0.016 0.984 0.000 1.000 0.970 1.031 
Bullying at school  -0.117 0.058 0.042 4.148 0.889 0.795 0.996 
        
Model 5 after School connectedness were removed 
Constant -2.231 0.319 0.000 48.926 0.107 0.058 0.201 
Dong Nai 0.623 0.242 0.010 6.661 1.865 1.162 2.995 
Long An 1.344 0.310 0.000 18.799 3.833 2.088 7.036 
15-17 0.725 0.281 0.010 6.632 2.064 1.189 3.583 
18 and over 1.596 0.298 0.000 28.703 4.932 2.751 8.843 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

-0.766 0.158 0.000 23.535 0.465 0.341 0.634 

Bullying at school -0.125 0.051 0.014 6.036 0.883 0.799 0.975 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

E.2.6. Model 6 

In model 6, variables that belong to community, drugs and media factors were 

inserted in to the model. This included: community bond, ASB in neighbourhood, 

community safety, negative attitudes toward community, and criminal 

acquaintances. Table E.11 illustrates the results of the multilevel models fitted over 

all these variables. The results indicate that age group (15-17 years old) and all 

variables belonging to community, drugs and media factors domain have no 

significant effects on the dependent variable (i.e. committed public crime); this is 

with the exception of criminal acquaintances. The five insignificant variables were 
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thus removed from the model. The multilevel model was fitted again after removing 

insignificant variables, and all remaining variables show significant effects on the 

dependent variables (i.e. committed public crime). 

Table E.11: Multilevel model for predicting public crime: model 6 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI 
high 

Model 6 after included Community, drugs and media risk factors 
Constant -2.176 0.364 0.000 35.664 0.114 0.056 0.232 
Dong Nai 0.688 0.268 0.010 6.576 1.990 1.176 3.368 
Long An 1.490 0.365 0.000 16.703 4.438 2.172 9.070 
15-17 0.598 0.321 0.063 3.467 1.819 0.969 3.415 
18 and over 1.620 0.342 0.000 22.425 5.054 2.585 9.883 
Played game online more than 
two hours per day 

-0.767 0.186 0.000 16.964 0.464 0.322 0.669 

Bullying at school -0.138 0.061 0.023 5.174 0.871 0.773 0.981 
Community bond  0.043 0.024 0.079 3.088 1.044 0.995 1.095 
ASB in neighbourhood  -0.014 0.025 0.562 0.336 0.986 0.939 1.035 
Community safety  -0.020 0.051 0.702 0.147 0.981 0.887 1.084 
Criminal acquaintances 0.074 0.037 0.044 4.044 1.077 1.002 1.158 
Negative attitudes toward 
community 

-0.043 0.044 0.334 0.935 0.958 0.879 1.045 

        
Model 6 after Age group (15-17), Community bond, ASB in neighbourhood, Community safety, 
Negative attitudes toward community, were excluded.  
Constant -1.650 0.205 0.000 64.980 0.192 0.129 0.287 
Dong Nai 0.705 0.252 0.005 7.847 2.024 1.236 3.316 
Long An 1.217 0.336 0.000 13.140 3.378 1.749 6.524 
18 and over 1.050 0.166 0.000 40.114 2.857 2.065 3.954 
Played game online more than 
two hours per day 

-0.773 0.168 0.000 21.102 0.462 0.332 0.642 

Bullying at school -0.132 0.054 0.014 6.000 0.876 0.788 0.974 
Criminal acquaintances 0.062 0.032 0.051 3.801 1.064 1.000 1.132 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

E.3. Multilevel models: examining factors associated with committing serious 

crime 

E.3.1. Model 1 

In the subsequent model (Model 1), the effect of region has been taken into account. 

According to which the dummy variable for institution was included in the model 

(Model 1). As illustrated in Model 1, only Dong Nai presents significant effects in 

predicting serious offences (p<0.05 and Wald>3.84). The other two categories, Da 

Nang and Long An, were therefore excluded from the model. Model 1 was fitted again 

after excluding the insignificant variables. The final version of Model 1 only includes 
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Dong Nai as a significant predictor. According to this, young people who are 

accommodated in Dong Nai are more likely to be charged for serious offences, 

compared to those in the reference institutions (Ninh Binh, Da Nang and Long An). 

The probability of committing public crime for Dong Nai is 8.2% (antilogit of ((-

3.005) + 0.594) is 0.082). The odds ratio is 1.812, indicating that the probability for 

young offenders accommodated in Dong Nai to commit serious crime is about two 

times more than those living in other institutions. The confidence intervals of these 

odds ratio do not contain one indicating the significance of the results.  

E.3.2. Model 2 

Table E.12 illustrates the results of multilevel models when demographic 

characteristics of young offenders were included in the model. The table shows only 

age group presents significant effects, while gender, ethnicity and education level 

appear to be non-significant (p>0.05 and Wald<3.84); and therefore they were 

removed from the model. After removing these three variables, the model was fitted 

again and all remaining explanatory variables appear to have significant association 

with the dependent variable (i.e. committed serious crime).  

Table E.12: Multilevel model for predicting serious crime: model 2 

 beta  SE p-value Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 2 when included Demographic characteristics 
Constant -2.276 0.632 0.000 12.954 0.103 0.030 0.355 
Dong Nai 0.689 0.259 0.008 7.075 1.991 1.199 3.307 
15-17 -1.457 0.229 0.000 40.382 0.233 0.149 0.365 
18 and over -2.467 0.437 0.000 31.840 0.085 0.036 0.200 
Gender -0.148 0.459 0.748 0.104 0.863 0.351 2.120 
Ethnicity 0.398 0.445 0.371 0.799 1.489 0.622 3.562 
Middle school 0.415 0.237 0.080 3.073 1.514 0.952 2.408 
High school N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 
        
Model 2 after Gender, Ethnicity, Education level were removed 
Constant -1.827 0.205 0.000 79.108 0.161 0.108 0.241 
Dong Nai 0.707 0.235 0.003 9.030 2.029 1.279 3.218 
15-17 -1.406 0.216 0.000 42.237 0.245 0.160 0.375 
18 and over -2.487 0.427 0.000 33.985 0.083  0.036 0.192 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 
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E.3.3. Model 3 

In model 3, variables belonging to the individual circumstances domain were included 

in the analysis. Table E.13 present the results of multilevel models run over the 

explanatory variables. As seen from Table E.13, after all variables in individual 

circumstance domain were inserted into the model, only two variables appeared to 

have significant association with the dependent variables; these were alcohol misuse 

in family, and homelessness. Other variables show insignificant effects (p>0.05 and 

Wald<3.84), and therefore were excluded from the model. After removing the 

insignificant variables, the multilevel model was fitted again and the final version of 

model 3 shows all remaining variables present significant effects (p<0.05 and 

Wald>3.84) on the dependent variables (i.e. serious crime). 

Table E.13: Multilevel model for predicting serious crime: model 3 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 3 when added Individual circumstances 
Constant -1.205 0.518 0.020 5.406 0.300 0.109 0.828 
Dong Nai 0.934 0.280 0.001 11.090 2.545 1.469 4.410 
15-17 -1.852 0.277 0.000 44.539 0.157 0.091 0.270 
18 and over -2.997 0.559 0.000 28.706 0.050 0.017 0.149 
Ever lived in care 0.098 0.340 0.773 0.083 1.103 0.567 2.147 
Lived with only mother/father  -0.602 0.353 0.088 2.914 0.548 0.275 1.093 
Lived with others -0.082 0.363 0.822 0.051 0.922 0.452 1.877 
Criminality in family 0.158 0.306 0.605 0.268 1.171 0.643 2.134 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.895 0.292 0.002 9.359 0.409 0.230 0.725 
Drug misuse in family 0.564 0.388 0.147 2.108 1.757 0.821 3.761 
Household violence  0.102 0.264 0.698 0.151 1.108 0.661 1.858 
Ever runaway -0.032 0.335 0.925 0.009 0.969 0.502 1.869 
Ever been homeless -0.827 0.329 0.012 6.311 0.438 0.230 0.834 
Ever skipped school 0.036 0.405 0.928 0.008 1.037 0.469 2.295 
Ever excluded from school 0.133 0.276 0.631 0.231 1.142 0.665 1.959 
Played game online more 
than two hours per day 

-0.093 0.306 0.761 0.092 0.911 0.500 1.660 

Ever used illegal 
drugs/alcohol 

0.171 0.265 0.518 0.418 1.187 0.706 1.996 

        
Model 3 after removed Lived in care, Lived with parents, Criminality in family, Drugs misuse in 
family, Household violence, Run away, Skipped school, Exclusion from school, Gaming influence, 
Used illegal drugs/alcohol 
Constant -1.254 0.233 0.000 28.890 0.285 0.181 0.451 
Dong Nai 0.740 0.246 0.003 9.019 2.095 1.293 3.395 
15-17 -1.540 0.226 0.000 46.256 0.214 0.138 0.334 
18 and over -2.735 0.458 0.000 35.694 0.065 0.026 0.159 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.677 0.225 0.003 9.024 0.508 0.326 0.790 
Ever been homeless -0.728 0.254 0.004 8.204 0.483 0.293 0.795 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 



255 

 

 

E.3.4. Model 4 

In model 4, variables that belong to family- related factors were inserted in to the 

model. This included: family bond, family communication, positive family 

communication, family supervision, and family relationship. Table E.14 illustrates 

the results of the multilevel models fitted over all these variables. As the table 

shows, the effect of Institution (Dong Nai) disappeared, and thus was removed from 

the model. The results also indicate none of the predictors belonging to the family 

related factors domain show significant effects; thus they were also excluded from 

the model. The final run of model 4, after removing insignificant variables, presents 

significant effects for all remaining variables. 

Table E.14: Multilevel model for predicting serious crime: model 4 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 4 when added Family risk factors 
Constant -1.187 0.304 0.000 15.246 0.305 0.168 0.554 
Dong Nai 0.533 0.317 0.092 2.835 1.705 0.916 3.172 
15-17 -1.577 0.297 0.000 28.184 0.207 0.115 0.370 
18 and over -3.215 0.757 0.000 18.047 0.040 0.009 0.177 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.587 0.297 0.048 3.913 0.556 0.311 0.995 
Ever been homeless -0.957 0.354 0.007 7.321 0.384 0.192 0.768 
Family bond  0.022 0.062 0.717 0.131 1.023 0.906 1.154 
Family communication  -0.116 0.141 0.412 0.672 0.891 0.675 1.175 
Positive family 
communication  

-0.195 0.124 0.115 2.483 0.823 0.646 1.049 

Family supervision  0.019 0.157 0.906 0.014 1.019 0.748 1.387 
Family relationship  0.043 0.135 0.751 0.100 1.044 0.801 1.359 
        
Model 4 after removed Institution (Dong Nai) and Family risk factors 
Constant -1.017 0.224 0.000 20.640 0.362 0.233 0.561 
15-17 -1.526 0.231 0.000 43.642 0.217 0.138 0.342 
18 and over -2.648 0.476 0.000 30.976 0.071 0.028 0.180 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.667 0.231 0.004 8.305 0.513 0.326 0.808 
Ever been homeless -0.686 0.261 0.009 6.890 0.503 0.302 0.840 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 
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E.3.5. Model 5 

In model 5, variables that belong to school-related factors, including school 

connectedness and bullying at school, were inserted in to the model. Table E.15 

illustrates the results of the multilevel models fitted over all these variables. The results 

indicate that the school-related factors domain shows no significant effects on the 

dependent variable (i.e. committed serious crime); thus they were removed from the 

model. The final version of model 5 therefore is the same as model 4 above. 

Table E.15: Multilevel model for predicting serious crime: model 5 

 beta  SE p-value Wald OR CI low CI high 

Model 5 when included School-related risk factors 
Constant -1.077 0.280 0.000 14.787 0.341 0.197 0.590 
15-17 -1.473 0.288 0.000 26.176 0.229 0.130 0.403 
18 and over -2.245 0.520 0.000 18.616 0.106 0.038 0.294 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.711 0.288 0.014 6.091 0.491 0.279 0.864 
Ever been homeless -0.898 0.339 0.008 7.014 0.407 0.210 0.792 
School connectedness  -0.023 0.025 0.360 0.837 0.978 0.931 1.026 
Bullying at school  0.122 0.087 0.160 1.971 1.130 0.953 1.341 
        
Model 5 after removed School-related risk factors 
Constant -1.017 0.224 0.000 20.640 0.362 0.233 0.561 
15-17 -1.526 0.231 0.000 43.642 0.217 0.138 0.342 
18 and over -2.648 0.476 0.000 30.976 0.071 0.028 0.180 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.667 0.231 0.004 8.305 0.513 0.326 0.808 
Ever been homeless -0.686 0.261 0.009 6.890 0.503 0.302 0.840 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

E.3.6. Model 6 

In model 6, variables that belong to community, drugs and media factors were inserted 

in to the model. This included: community bond, ASB in neighbourhood, community 

safety, negative attitudes toward community, and criminal acquaintances. Table E.16 

illustrates the results of the multilevel models fitted over all these variables. The results 

indicate that all variables belonging to the community, drugs and media factors domain 

have no significant effects on the dependent variable (i.e. committed serious crime); 

and thus were removed from the model. The multilevel model was fitted again after 

removed insignificant variables, all remaining variables show significant effects on the 

dependent variable (i.e. committed serious crime). The final version of model 6 

therefore is the same as model 4 above. 
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Table E.16: Multilevel model for predicting serious crime: model 6 

 beta  SE p-
value 

Wald OR CI 
low 

CI 
high 

Model 6 when included Community, drugs and media risk factors 
Constant -0.929 0.264 0.000 12.344 0.395 0.235 0.663 
15-17 -1.660 0.272 0.000 37.203 0.190 0.111 0.324 
18 and over -2.794 0.577 0.000 23.408 0.061 0.020 0.190 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.764 0.275 0.006 7.701 0.466 0.271 0.799 
Ever been homeless -0.608 0.296 0.040 4.213 0.544 0.305 0.973 
Community bond  -0.007 0.037 0.859 0.031 0.993 0.923 1.069 
ASB in neighbourhood  0.039 0.036 0.281 1.163 1.040 0.969 1.115 
Community safety  -0.044 0.078 0.572 0.319 0.957 0.822 1.115 
Criminal acquaintances 0.045 0.060 0.455 0.558 1.046 0.930 1.176 
Negative attitudes toward 
community 

0.077 0.061 0.203 1.623 1.080 0.959 1.216 

        
Model 6 after removed Community, drugs and media risk factors 
Constant -1.017 0.224 0.000 20.640 0.362 0.233 0.561 
15-17 -1.526 0.231 0.000 43.642 0.217 0.138 0.342 
18 and over -2.648 0.476 0.000 30.976 0.071 0.028 0.180 
Alcohol misuse in family -0.667 0.231 0.004 8.305 0.513 0.326 0.808 
Ever been homeless -0.686 0.261 0.009 6.890 0.503 0.302 0.840 

Note: variables highlighted were those not significant in the model and therefore were 
removed. 

 

  



258 

 

Appendix F: Profiling participants in interviews young people and institutional 

staff 

E.4. Characteristics and circumstances of young people participated in the 

interview 

The general overview of characteristics, situations and young peoples’ perceptions at 

case-level are summarised inTable F.1. All 98 cases are presented in the table and 

sorted by the influential risk factors put forward by the young people. Case numbers 

were assigned to individual participants, while information gathered from the 

interview was summarized accordingly. This information included demographic 

characteristics, family circumstances, offence committed and perception about risk 

factors. As can be seen from the table, the crimes committed by young people varied 

from theft, to public disorder and physical assault. Young people often cited more than 

one factor that they considered influenced their offences. For the purpose of analysis, 

these factors were grouped according to the most important factor mentioned (such as 

family factors and peers enticement). The most common offences amongst the 

interviewees were theft, public disorder and physical assault. Theft was found often to 

be a stand-alone offence, while young people who committed public disorder were 

also caught for offences of physical assault.  

Table F.2 summarises the main characteristics and circumstances of the young people 

who participated in the interviews. Table F.3 shows the comparative view on types of 

crime committed by young people between the two datasets: the interview and 

questionnaire samples.  

Table F.1: Case level display: Young peoples’ self-statement about influential 

factors for offending  

Case Gender Age Parents 
situation 

Education Run 
away, 
homeless 

Factors influenced Types of 
offence 

1 F  Away Drop out  F(pp), P(e) Theft 

13 F 13 Single   Vagrancy F(pp), P(e) Theft 

38 M 17  Drop out Vagrancy F(pp), P(e) Theft 

5 M 14 Single Drop out  F(pp), G(a) Theft 

15 M 17 Single Drop out  F(pp), G(a) Theft 

31 M 17  Excluded  F(pp), G(a) Theft 

12 M  Single   F(pp,fc), G(a), P(e) Theft 

17 M  Single   F(pp)-indulgence Theft 

57 M  19 Died Drop out Run away F(pp), unemployed Theft 

66 M 15 Single Drop out  F(pp,fc) Drug 
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Case Gender Age Parents 
situation 

Education Run 
away, 
homeless 

Factors influenced Types of 
offence 

26 F 17  Drop out  F(pp) Theft 

34 M 17 Died Drop out Vagrancy F(pp) Theft  

3 M 17 Single   F(fc) Theft 

11 F 17 Died Drop out Vagrancy F(fc) Theft 

8 M  16 Away Drop out Vagrancy F(fc) Theft 

41 M  Single Drop out  F(fc) PA 

63 M 15 Single Drop out Vagrancy F(fc) PD 

98 M  Single Drop out Vagrancy F(fc) PD 

52 M 15   Vagrancy F(fc), P(i) Theft 

56 M 17  Drop out Vagrancy I(im), P(e), F(fc) Theft 

21 M 18  Drop out  I(try), F(pp) Fraud, PA,PD 

29 M 14 Single Skip Vagrancy G(a), F(pp) Theft 

78 M 16    G(a), F(pp), P(i) Theft 

10 M  17 Single Skip  P(e) Theft 

18 M     P(e) Theft 

22 M  Single   P(e) PD 

37 M 16  Drop out  P(e) Theft 

64 M 16  Exclusion  P(e) Theft, PA 

83 M     P(e) Theft 

96 M   Drop out  P(e) Robbery 

97 M 14  Out  P(e) Rape 

25 F     I(im), P(e) Fraud 

28 M   Drop out  I(im), P(e) Theft 

33 M   Drop out  I(im), P(e) Theft 

62 M  Single Drop out  I(im), P(e) Theft 

2 F  Away   I(pn), P(e) Theft 

4 M     I(pn), P(e) Theft 

6 M     I(im), P(e) Theft 

9 M 17 Single Drop out  G(a), P(e) Theft 

84 M 15  Drop out  G(a), P(e) Theft 

20 M     P(i) PD 

43 M 17  Out  P(i) PD 

46 M   Drop out  P(i) PD, drug 

47 M 19  Drop out  P(i) PD, PA 

53 M 15  Drop out  P(i) Theft 

79 F 17 Died  Vagrancy P(i) Theft 

72 M 17  Drop out  P(i), I(lt) PD 

45 M 17  Drop out  P(i), drunk PD, PA 

40 M   Drop out  P(i), drunk PA 

23 M 16  Drop out  I(lt), P(i) PA,PD 

49 M  Single Excluded  I(im), P(i) PD 

75 M 16 Away  Drop out  I(im), P(i) Theft 

59 M 18 Single Drop out  I(pn), P(i) Theft 

61 M 14   Run away G(a), P(i) Theft 

91 M 17 Died Drop out  Drunk, P(i) PA, PD 

92 M   Drop out  Drunk, P(i) PA, PD 

73 M  Single Drop out Vagrancy Unemployed, P(i) PA 

24 F    Vagrancy I(lt) PD 

42 M   Drop out  I(lt) PA 

65 M 14 Single   I(lt) Rape 

69 M     I(lt) PA 

89 M     I(lt) PA 

90 M     I(lt) PA 

80 M  Single  Vagrancy I(im) PA 

85 M   Out  I(im) Theft 
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Case Gender Age Parents 
situation 

Education Run 
away, 
homeless 

Factors influenced Types of 
offence 

86 M   Drop out  I(im) Theft 

95 M     I(im) Robbery 

19 M  Single   I(br) PA 

50 M 19 Single Drop out  I(try) Theft 

74 M     I(pn) Theft 

87 M     Drunk, I(br) PD, PA 

88 M 17    Drunk, I(lt), brutal PA 

14 M  Single   G(a) Theft 

7 M  Single  Vagrancy G(a) Theft 

30 M  Single Out  G(a) Theft 

32 M   Drop out  G(a) Theft 

35 M   Drop out  G(a) Theft 

36 M   Drop out  G(a) Theft 

51 M   Drop out  G(a) Theft 

54 M 16    G(a) Theft 

55 M 15 Single Drop out  G(a) Theft 

60 M 18  Drop out Run away G(a) Theft 

70 M   Out  G(a) Theft, PD 

76 M 17 Away Drop out  G(a) Theft 

77 M   Drop out  G(a) Theft 

81 F 15  Out  G(a) Theft 

82 M 18 Away Drop out  G(a) Theft 

93 M  Died Out Vagrancy G(a) PD 

27 M  Died   G(a), alcohol Theft 

58 M     G(a), drug Theft 

16 M     G(g) Theft 

39 M 18  Drop out  Drunk PA 

44 M  Single Drop out  Drunk PD 

48 M   Drop out  Drunk PA 

67 M   Drop out  Drunk PA 

68 M   Drop out  Drunk PA 

71 M  Single   Drunk PA, PD 

94 M     Drug addicted PA, PD 

F: Family problems I: Individual problems A: Alcohol influence 
 (pp): poor parenting  (pn): personal needs G: game influence 
 (fc): family circumstances  (im): imitation (a): addicted 
P: Peer influence  (try): want to try new things  (g): gambling 
 (e): enticement  (lt): low temple PA: Physical assault 
 (i): influence  (br): brutal PD: Public disorder 

F.1.1. Characteristics and circumstances of young people before they were 

incarcerated (Q1) 

Table F.2 summarises the main characteristics and circumstances of the young people 

who participated in the interview. Since the sample chosen for the interviews is 

purposive, attempts were made to ensure that the characteristics of young people in the 

two samples were comparable. However, Table F.2 illustrates that the proportions of 

males and females between the interview and questionnaire samples were different 

with 90.8% and 96.3%, respectively. Of those participating in the interviews, the 

percentages of school exclusion and drop-out was nearly double that for those 
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completing the questionnaire; 65.3% compared to 34.7%. This latter difference might 

be explained by the way the questions were asked in the questionnaire. The question 

asked about education problems cannot explore in detail the young peoples’ academic 

situation. Furthermore, those who completed the questionnaire might not have 

provided the information correctly. On the other hand, in the interview, the researcher 

was able to ask an open question and ask specifically about individual situations, which 

provided more detailed information, compared to the questionnaire survey.   

Table F.2: Comparative overview on characteristics and circumstances of 

respondents: interview and questionnaire survey 

 Interview sample  Questionnaire sample 

N % N % 

Gender      
 Male 89 90.8  1851 96.3 
 Female 9 9.2  71 3.7 
Drop out/excluded from school 64 65.3  637 34.7 
Family circumstance      
 Live with parents 57 58.2  1154 60.6 
 Live with only mother/father  29 29.6  411 21.6 
 Not living with parents 12 12.2  338 17.8 

However, some aspects of the family circumstances of those who took part in the 

interview show a similar pattern to the questionnaire survey. The majority (about 

60% across the two samples) of young people were living with their parents prior 

to being incarcerated. Those who lived in a single parent household account for 

29.6% and 21.6% of the two samples respectively. The percentages of young 

people not living with parents were relatively high, with 12.2% for interviews and 

17.8% for survey respondents. These differences and similarities between the two 

samples illustrate the variability of data from different collection methods when 

studying the same population.  

F.1.2. Offences committed (Q2) 

shows the comparative view on types of crime committed by the young people in the 

two datasets. As can be seen from the table, there were considerable differences 

between the two samples in the proportion of offending types. These differences are 

assumed to be affected by the selection procedure for the interview participants, rather 

than the nature of the data.  
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Table F.3: Comparative oview view on offending profiles: interview and 

questionnaire survey 

 Interview sample  Questionnaire sample 

N % N % 

Types of offence committed      
 Theft 58 59.2  1374 70.9 
 Public crime 36 36.7  386 19.9 
 Other 4 4.0  177 9.2 

Theft was the most common type of crime in both samples, but there was 

proportionately less individuals who had committed this crime in the interview sample 

and proportionately more who had committed a public crime (public disorder and 

physical assault) and ‘other’ crimes.  

In some cases, young people committed more than one offence, but the figures in the 

table represents the main offence recorded only. As seen from Table F.1, those who 

were charged for public disorder also committed physical assault, while theft was more 

a stand-alone offence. Public offences were found to be most frequently related to peer 

group influence or alcohol, while the reasons for committing theft varied.   

E.5. Profiling staff participated in the interview 

Staff members chosen were those mainly working as a supervisor58 rather than as 

a teacher. The selection of staff for interviewing was also based on their experience 

in dealing with problematic young people (i.e. number of years worked as 

supervisor). Their availability at the time of the interview was taken into account, 

as well as their willingness to talk with the researchers. The interviews took place 

where staff were working59. Depending on the conditions of the interview, staff 

members were interviewed either individually or in a group. Five members of staff 

were female, and mainly supervised female offenders. The distribution of the 

sample is described in Table F.4 below. 

                                                 
58 Supervision within institution: when they get into the institution, young offenders were divided into 

groups of about 50, according to their physical attributes rather than the seriousness of crime, age or 

education level. Therefore young peoples’ characteristics vary within each group. Males and females 

were grouped separately. Each group of young people was assigned one supervisor. Supervisors are 

responsible for dealing with every aspect of young peoples’ lives during incarcerated period. This 

includes accommodation, living condition, disciplinary or help solving emotional problems. 

59 During day time, young people have to participate in one of two main activities: either attending 

educational/vocational sessions, or doing handicraft jobs such as: making votive paper, shelled cashew-

nuts and so on. Those who attend working sessions will be supervised by their supervisor.  
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Table F.4: Comparative view of the sample by gender 

  Staff interviewed by gender 

  Male Female Total 

Ninh Binh  6 1 7 
Da Nang  8 2 10 
Dong Nai  7 1 8 
Long An  8 1 9 
Total  29 5 34 

Table F.4 illustrates the distribution of the staff members interviewed across the four 

institutions by gender. Table F.4 shows that interviewees were selected to ensure that 

female staff were represented, in relation to the survey sample of young people. As 

mentioned above, female offenders are incarcerated separately to male, and are 

supervised by female supervisors. Therefore, in the interviews, female staff gave their 

views mostly about the risk factors for offending amongst female offenders. 

 

 

  



264 

 

Appendix G: Assurance of access to the four educational institutions in Vietnam 
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Appendix H: Ethical review confirmation 
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Appendix I: Consent form and information 

 

Key Contacts: 

Hai Ngoc Nguyen (Researcher) 

 hai.ngoc@port.ac.uk  

Professor Carol Hayden (Supervisor) 

 carol.hayden@port.ac.uk 

 

Study Title: Youth offending in Vietnam: An investigation into the relative importance of different 
‘risk factors’ and the implications for response. 

REC Ref No: .................................................................... 

Name of Researcher: Hai Ngoc Nguyen 

Please initial box  

1. I confirm that I have read and understand the information sheet dated  
March 20th 2012 for the above study. I have had the opportunity 
 to consider the information, ask questions and have had these answered 
 satisfactorily.  

 
2. I understand that my participation is voluntary and that I am free to 

withdraw at any time without giving any reason. 
 

3. I understand that data collected during the study, may be looked at by  
individuals from University of Portsmouth, or from regulatory authorities.  
I give permission for these individuals to have access to my data 

 
 

4. I agree to take part in the above study.  
 

________________________ ________________ ____________________ 

Name of Participant                             Date   Signature 

_________________________ ________________ ____________________ 

Name of Person taking consent  Date   Signature 

 

________________________ ________________ ____________________ 

Researcher    Date                                Signature   

 

When completed: 1 for participant; 1 for researcher‘s file;  

  

Consent Form 

 

 

 

 

mailto:hai.ngoc@port.ac.uk
mailto:carol.hayden@port.ac.uk
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Key Contacts: 

Hai Ngoc Nguyen (Researcher) 

 hai.ngoc@port.ac.uk  

Professor Carol Hayden (Supervisor) 

 carol.hayden@port.ac.uk 

Study title: Youth offending in Vietnam: An investigation into the relative importance of 
different ‘risk factors’ and the implications for response. 

You are being invited to take part in a research study. Before you decide it is important for you to 
understand why the research is being done and what it will involve. Please take time to read the following 
information carefully. Talk to others about the study if you wish. Ask us if there is anything that is not 
clear or if you would like more information. Take time to decide whether or not you wish to take part. 

1. The research has been carried out for the purposes as follow: 

 Identifying risk factors for youth offending in Vietnam. 

 Analysing the relative importance of different risk factors on youth offending. 

 Identifying possible intervention programs for youth offending in the Vietnamese context. 
2.  There are up to 3,000 participants in this research across four different educational institutions. We 

want you to provide us with information about your past experiences and your life before you come 
to this institution. To be part of the study all you have to do is answer the questions in the 
questionnaire as much as you can. There are no right or wrong answers so do not worry if you do 
not answer a question. 

3. It is up to you to decide whether or not to take part.  If you do, you will be given this information sheet 
to keep and be asked to sign a consent form. You are still free to withdraw at any time and without 
giving a reason. 

4. Any complaint about the way you have been dealt with during the study or any possible harm you 
might suffer will be addressed.  

5. There will be no question that reveals your identity and all the information you give us will be made 
anonymous (so we can’t link a questionnaire with a person), so you can answer the questionnaire 
without any concern.  

6. This research aims to identify risk factors for youth offending in Vietnam and therefore, will suggest 
further intervention policy that can help young people get out of trouble in the future. The results of 
the study will then be published to further the awareness of policymakers on the issue.  

7. This research has been funded by the Vietnamese Government and carried out under the supervision 
of University of Portsmouth. The research procedure has been approved by the Research Ethics 
Committee, University of Portsmouth. 

8. If you  want to know about the progress and results of the research, this is the person you can contact: 

Hai Ngoc Nguyen  

PhD student 
Institute of Criminal Justice Studies 
Room 4.21, Park Building 
University of Portsmouth 
King Henry 1 Street 
Portsmouth, PO1 2DZ 
Email: hai.ngoc@port.ac.uk 

Mobile: 074.1294.1938 

 

Information sheet to accompany 
Consent form 

mailto:hai.ngoc@port.ac.uk
mailto:carol.hayden@port.ac.uk
mailto:hai.ngoc@port.ac.uk


268 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for spending time reading this thesis, I  wish you all the best for 
the future. 
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Committee for advice. Please note that it is your responsibility to follow the University’s Ethics Policy and any 
relevant University, academic or professional guidelines in the conduct of your study 

Although the Ethics Committee may have given your study a favourable opinion, the final responsibility for 
the ethical conduct of this work lies with the researcher(s). 

 

 
FORM UPR16 
Research Ethics Review Checklist 

 
Please complete and return the form to Research Section, Quality Management 

Division, Academic Registry, University House, with your thesis, prior to 

examination 

Postgraduate Research Student (PGRS) Information Student ID: 603452 
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a)  Have all of your research and findings been reported accurately, honestly 

and within a reasonable time frame? 
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