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Toém tat:

Nghién ciru nham phdn tich tic dong cia thué va tham nhiing t6i ting truéng cia cdc doanh
nghiép san xudt tai Viét Nam. Phuwong phdp wéc heong OLS va phwong phdp sir dung bién cong
cu két hop hiéu ung c6 dinh (IV — FE) dwoc su dung trén bo dir liéu cua 1377 doanh nghiép tir
nam 2005 t6i 2011 cua Vién Nghién ciru Quan Iy Kinh té va Co quan Phdt trién Quoc té Pan
Mach (DANIDA). Két qua cho thdy ca thué va tham nhiing déu c6 anh hwong tiéu cyc t6i ting
trueéng cua doanh nghiép. 1 diém phan tram ting Ién ciia ty 16 héi 16 trén doanh thu sé lam giam
16.8883% doanh thu, tic dong nay lém hon 4.5 lan I6n hon so voi tic dong ciia thué t6i doanh
nghiép. Tir d6, cac dé xudt dwoc dwa ra cho chinh phii Viét Nam nham lam giam ganh ning thué
va tham nhiing toi cac doanh nghiép.

Tir khéa: bién cong cy; doanh nghiép vira va nho; doanh nghi¢p Viét Nam; dir liéu bang; héi 16;
tham nhiing; thué.

The Effect of Taxation and Corruption on Firm Growth: An Empirical Investigation for
Vietnam

Abstract

The aim of this study is to analyze empirically the impact of taxation and corruption on the growth
of manufacturing firms in Vietnam. The study employed pooled OLS estimation and then instru-
ment variables with fixed effect for the panel data of 1377 firms in Vietnam from 2005 to 2011.
These data were obtained from the survey of the Central Institute for Economic Management and
the Danish International Development Agency. The results show that both taxation and corrup-
tion are negatively associated with firm growth measured by firm sales adjusted according to the
GDP deflator. A one-percentage point increase in the bribery rate is linked with a reduction of
16,883 percentage points in firm revenue, over four and a half times bigger than the effect of a
one-percentage point increase in the tax rate. From the findings of this research, the author rec-
ommends the Vietnam government lessens taxation on firms and that there is urgent revolution in
anti-corruption policies as well as bureaucratic improvement in Vietnam.

Keywords: bribery rate, corruption, instrument variable, fixed—effect method, panel data, small
and medium enterprises, taxation, Vietnamese firms.

1. Gioi thi¢u Quéc té (Transparency International) tir nam 2005

Tham nhiing dd tr& thanh mét van dé nghiém
trong ddi véi Viét Nam, tdn tai trong nhiéu linh vuc
ctia doi séng xa hoi. Theo chi sé nhan thirc tham
nhiing (Corruption Perceptions Index - CPI) tac gia
sir dung s liéu tong hop ciia T6 chirc Minh bach

dén 2014, Viét Nam di co nhitng tién bod trong
chéng tham nhiing khi chi s6 nay tang tir 2.6 trong
nam 2005 1én 3.1 cho ndm 2014 (Phu luc B). Tuy
nhién, nhitng cai thién nay 1a chua du khi Viét Nam
van duge xép vao mot trong nhitng nudc phai doi
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mat véi van dé tham nhiing nghiém trong nhat. Van
dé vé thué, dac biét 1a thué thu nhdp doanh nghiép
cling 12 mdi quan tdm cua cac doanh nghiép Viét
Nam. Theo xu hudng giam dan thué suét & cac nude,
thué thu nhap doanh nghiép cia Viét Nam gidam
tir 28% dén 25% tir thang 1 nim 2009 va 20% tir
thang 1 nam 2014 va du kién s& giam hon nira trong
nhitng nam téi (Phu luc C). Nhiéu y kién cho rang
viée cit giam thué s& khuyén khich doanh nghiép
d4u tu nhiéu hon, thu hat FDI, tao ra tang trudng va
viéc lam, gilp cai thién nang lyc canh tranh cia cac
doanh nghiép. Tuy nhién, nhiéu chuyén gia nghi ngd
hiéu qua ctia chinh sach nay vi cho rang ganh ning
thué chi 1a mot trong nhitng khé khan ciia doanh
nghiép Viét Nam (World Bank, 2015).

Dé 1am sang t6 nhing tranh cdi vé& anh hudng
clia thué va tham nhiing téi doanh nghiép Viét Nam,
muc tiéu chinh ciia nghién ctru nay la danh gia dong
thoi tic dong cuia hai yéu td niy ti nén kinh té. Ca
hai yéu t6 déu c6 thé duoc coi 1 chi phi phai tra cho
co quan nha nudc, thué 1a chi phi chinh thtrc con hdi
16 1 khoan chi phi khong chinh thic. Két qua thu
dugce tir nghién ctru s& cho thdy khoan chi phi nao
¢6 anh hudng 16n hon tdi doanh nghiép, tur do dua
ra nhitng dé xuat dé cai thién moi truong kinh doanh
& Viét Nam.

Vé phuong phap, bai nghién ctru chu yéu tham
khao tir Fisman & Svensson (2007) vé cac doanh
nghiép Uganda. Bai bao ctia ho dugc danh gia cao
vé phuong phép luan va tinh thuyét phuc cua két
qua. Mot loi thé so v&i nhitng nghién ciru trude,
bao goém ca bai nghién ctru ctia Fisman & Svensson
(2007), 1a trong nghién ctru nay, dit licu bang (panel
data) vé doanh nghiép Viét Nam tir 2005 dén 2011
dugc su dung vai kich thude mau 16n hon va thoi
gian quan sat dai hon, cho phép ap dung cac ky thuat
dé khic phuc cac van d& cia mé hinh.

Phan con lai cta bai bao duge ciu triic nhu sau:
muc 2 xem xét co so 1y ludn vé tham nhiing va thué;
muc 3 mo ta cu thé vé phuong phap ludn va sé lidu;
muc 4 trinh bay va thao luan vé két qua; muc 5 dua
ra d& xuét vé chinh sach va két luan.

2. Co s6'ly ludn

2.1. Téng quan vé Iy thuyét va moé hinh

Lién quan dén tic dong cia tham nhiing dén
tang truong kinh té, hai quan diém ddi 1ap thuong
dugc nhic t6i 1a “boi tron” va “kim ham” (Méon &
Sekkat, 2005). Quan diém “bdi tron” cho rang tham
nhiing cé tdc dong tich cuc tdi ting truong do cd

thé bu dip nhitng yéu kém trong thu tuc hanh chinh
ctia qudc gia. Thi nhat, tham nhiing c¢6 thé cai thién
su cham tré trong xir ly hanh chinh khi cdc khoan
tién hoi 16 dong vai tro 1a dong luc cho cac can bd
nha nudc xtr ly nhanh va hiéu qua hon (Lui, 1985).
Tht hai, Leys (1964) va Bailey (1966) 1ap luan ring
su yéu kém vé chit lugng can bd cong chire ¢6 thé
duoc khic phuc bﬁng su ¢6 mdt cua tham nhiing.
Khi ¢6 cac khoan héi 16 ngoai muc tién lwong it 6i,
nhitng nguoi 6 nang luc sé chip nhan & lai lam viéc
trong co quan nha nudc. Cudi ciing, Beck & Maher
(1986) va Lien (1986) cho rang héi 16 ¢6 thé 14 cong
cu dé chinh phu dwa ra quyét dinh dung dén vi can
bd cong chirc sé& phan phéi ngu(‘Sn Iuc ¢6 han cho
ngudi dwa hdi 16 nhidu nhét, va nhiéu kha ning dé
ciing 14 nguoi ¢o tiém lyc 16n nhét khi nhiéu doanh
nghiép xin sy cép phép ciia nha nudc va nha nudc
khong c6 kha nang danh gia dugc kha nang cta ho.

Quan diém “kim ham” cta tham nhiing phan bac
lai ¥ kién cho rang can bo nha nude cé thé day nhanh
qué trinh xir 1y thii tuc hanh chinh nho héi 16. Myrdal
(1968) 1ap luan trong nhiéu truong hop, cin bd cong
chirc ¢6 thé cb tinh gay ra sy cham tré khong can
thiét dé tang co hoi va gia tri hdi 16. Kurer (1993)
ciing phan d6i y kién vé su cai thién chét lugng cua
quan chirc nho tham nhiing. Dé dam bao ngudn
thu nhap bt hop phap ciia minh, cac can bd c6 thé
tim cach ngan chan nhirng nguoi mai (dic biét 1a
nhimng ngudi c¢6 nang luc) vao cac vi tri quan trong
trong dich vu céng. Tuong tu nhu vay, Mankiw &
Whinston (1986) lap luan ring tham nhiing khong
gitip cong nhan vién chirc ra quyét dinh ding vi
nhiing cong ty chip nhan tra tién hdi 16 cao dé c6
duoc su cép phép do n6 mang lai logi nhuén cho ho,
trong khi viéc cAp phép c6 thé anh huéng xau toi
toan xa hoi.

Xem xét c4 hai quan diém trén, Osterfeld (1992)
dé xuat viéc phan loai tham nhiing thanh hai loai véi
tac dong trai chidu tdi ting truong 1a “tham nhiing
kim ham nén kinh t&” va “tham nhiing thuc dy nén
kinh t&”. Néu tham nhiing dugc su dung nhu mat
cong cu dé cac doanh nghiép tranh céc rao can phap
ly va tang kha nang trao ddi tu do thi tham nhiing
“thuc déy nén kinh t&”, nguoc lai, s€ 1a “tham nhiing
kim ham nén kinh t&”.

Dbi v6i vé6i thué, Gale & Samwick (2016) 1ap
ludn rang cét giam thué c6 thé nang cao y mudn lam
viée va tiét kiém cia ngudi dan dé tang thu nhap,
va ngudn thu nhép nay s& tré thanh ngudn von dé
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day manh dau tu va ting truong. Tuy nhién, cac y
kién khac lai cho ring tc dong cia viéc cét giam
thué con phu thudc vao nhidu yéu t6. Cac nude c6
thé phai d6i mat v6i van dé chuyén gia, cling nhu
tham hut ngan sach néu cét giam thué khong di kém
véi viée cat giam chi tiéu va mo rong san xuét, dan
tGi giam tiét kiém qudc gia va tang 1ai suét trong
dai han. Hon nira, hiéu trng thu nhap ciing nén dugc
xem xét néu thu nhép tang 1én nho giam thué 1am
mat dong lyc 1am viéc cua nguoi lao dong va dong
lwc dau tu vao cong nghé méi cua cac cong ty (Gale
& Samwick, 2016).

Vé tac dong dong thoi ctia tham nhiing va thué
dbi vé6i tang truong, ching ¢ thé duoc nhin nhan
1a ¢6 vai trd tuong tw nhau ddi v6i doanh nghiép vi
¢4 hai déu duoc coi 1a chi phi hoat dong. Su khac
biét chinh 14 thué tré thanh khoan thu cua chinh phu
trong khi héi 16 thi khong. Tuy nhién, Shleifer &
Vishny (1993) cho ring do su khong chic chin, chi
phi giao dich cao va tinh bi mat ciia héi 16, né c6
thé c6 tac dong tiéu cuc hon tdi doanh nghiép so
vé6i thué.

2.2. Téng quan vé cdc nghién civu thue nghiém

Mo (2001) cho thdy vai tro tiéu cuc cua tham
nhiing t6i ting trudng, voi su ting 1én 1 diém phan
tram ctia héi 16 1am giam toc d¢ tang truong khoang
0.72 diém phan trim. Twong tw, nghién ciru cua
Gyimah-Brempong (2001) trén dir liéu bang vé cac
nuée chau Phi chi ra tham nhiing giam tc do ting
truong thong qua giam dau tu véi 1 don vi gia ting
clia tham nhiing 1am cho téc do ting truong GDP
giam xudng tir 0.75 dén 0.9 diém phan tram.

Mat khac, nghién ctu ctia Asiedu & Freeman
(2007) tai cac qudc gia My La tinh, can Sahara
va cac qubc gia chuyén doi cho ra nhitng két qua
phirc tap hon vé tac dong cua tham nhiing. N6 1a
yéu t6 can trd 16n nhat quyét dinh diu tu cua doanh
nghiép tai cac qudc gia chuyén ddi, trong khi vdi
cac doanh nghi¢p ¢ chau My Latinh va ving chau
Phi cén Sahara lai khong cé anh huong. Véi Viét
Nam, nghién ctru cua Nguyen & Van Dijk (2012)
chi ra ring tham nhiing 1a mdi nguy hai téi doanh
nghiép tu nhan, nhung diéu nay khéng dung voi
doanh nghiép nha nudc.

Lién quan t&i thué, Furceri & Karras (2008) st
dung bang dir liéu cua 19 qudc gia OECD chi ra ring
khi tong thué suat (tinh bang tong sb tién thué trén
GDP) tang 1én 1 diém phan trim s& lam giam GDP
thuc té trén dau nguoi trong dai han tir 0.5 ti 1 diém

phan trim. Nghién ctru gin day cia Liu & cong su
(2012) 1am 13 mdi quan hé giita ganh ning thué va
tang truong kinh t& ¢ Viét Nam va chi ra rang thué 1a
mot ganh niang ddi v6i cac doanh nghiép. Cudc khao
sat ciia Nguyén & cong sy (2013) danh gia vai tro
cac yéu td t6i quyét dinh déu tu cua doanh nghiép
Viét Nam cho thdy uu dai thué thu nhap doanh
nghiép chi xép thir 7 vé tm quan trong trong s 14
yéu té dugce 1iét ké anh hudng t6i quyét dinh dau tu,
sau cac yéu td v& moi truong kinh doanh.

Vé tac dong ddng thoi cuia ca tham nhiing va thué,
nghién ctu cia Fisman & Svensson (2007) duogc
danh gi4 cao vé phuong phap luan va két qua phan
tich, st dung dir licu vé 243 doanh nghiép tai 5 dia
phuong thudc 14 nganh cua Uganda. Dé giai quyét
céc khuyét tat cua mo hinh, céc tac gia sir dung bién
cong cu 1a thué sudt va ty 18 héi 16 trung binh theo
nganh va dia phuong. Nghién ctru chiing minh anh
huong tiéu cuc cia thué va tham nhiing tdi ting
trudng va tham nhiing 1a mdi de doa 16n hon cho cac
doanh nghiép hon 1a thué. Cu thé 1a, khi ty 1& héi 16
taing mot diém phan trim, ting truéng giam ba diém
phan tram, cao hon ba lan tic dong cua thué téi tang
truong.

T6m lai, van dé tham nhiing va thué ciing da dugc
nghién ctru & cac cAp do va cac khia canh khac nhau.
V&i Viét Nam, mac du ¢c6 mot sd nghién cuu da phan
tich anh huéng cua tham nhiing va thué & cp do
doanh nghiép, nhung trong pham vi hiéu biét cua
tac gia, chua c6 nghién ctru dinh lugng nao xem xét
anh hudng cua ca hai yéu t6 nay tdi ting truong cua
doanh nghiép. Vdi viéc do luong tham nhiing va
thué bang gia tri lién tuc thay vi bién gia dugc chimg
minh la mang téi hi€éu qua hon (Van Vi & cOng su,
2016), nghién ctru s& dua ra két qua chinh x4c hon
vé nhitng van dé nay, déng gép nhiing bang chimng
va dé xuat hop 1y cho chinh séch thué va chdng tham
nhiing.

3. Phuong phap luin va so liéu

3.1. Phwong phdp woc lwong

Trong mé hinh ting truéng ctia hing, von va nhan
luc 14 nhitng yéu t6 co ban cin xem xét theo mé hinh
tang trudng Solow (1956). Ngoai ra, tang trudng
ctia doanh nghiép c6 thé bi anh hudéng boi quy mo,
s6 nam hoat dong (Evans, 1987), loai hinh s¢ hitu
(Nguyen & Van Dijk, 2012) nén cac yéu t6 nay ciing
dugc dua vao phan tich.

Mo hinh tuyén tinh cho ting truéng cia doanh
nghiép i thudc nganh j trong nim t duoc biéu dién
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nhu sau:

Growth, = B, + pBribe, + B, Tax, + B X, + 2
+tu, (1)

Trong dé:

Growth Tang truong cua doanh nghiép, duac
do bing logarlt ctia doanh thu diéu chinh theo chi s6
giam phat GDP (GDPDeflator,).

Growthijt =log (Doanh thuijt/GDPDeﬂatort) 2)

Bribeijt : Ganh ndng cua tham nhiing.

()

: Ganh nang thué 1én doanh nghiép. Nghién
cuu nay s& chi xét toi thué thu nhap doanh nghlep
vi loai thué nay 1 ganh nang truc tiép chu yéu ma
doanh nghiép phai tra.

. 6 tign hdi 16;;¢
Bribej = ———L=

Doanh thu;j;

S3 tién thueUt

“)

Tax; = Doanh thuj;

A : Yéu td c6 dinh, 1a céc yéu t6 chung tic dong
tédi moi doanh nghiép trong nam t, dugc biéu thi
bang bién gia trong mo hinh

X+ Vector céc bién g1a1 thich cho su tang truéng
cua doanh nghlep nhu vén, nhan lyc, loai hinh s
hitu, quy mo, s nam hoat dong,....

B,: hang s6

BC, BB, lan 111’0"[ biéu thi tic dong cuia tham nhiing,
thué va cac yéu to khac tdi ting truong ctia doanh
nghiép

Sai s6 u; bao gém 3 thanh phén.

[399 t+ o te (5 )

6 : Céc blen bo sot ¢d dinh theo thoi gian, dac
trung cho tiing doanh nghiép.

o, : Cac bién bo s6t bién dong theo thoi gian, dc

trung cho tl‘mg doanh nghiép
: Sai s6 ¢6 trung binh bang 0.

Cac bién bi bo st Bijt va oij trong sai s6 chinh la
nguyén nhan giy ra nhitng khuyét tat cho mé hinh.
Vi cic bién bo sot bat bién theo thoi gian aij, chung
c6 thé duoc giai quyét bang viéc ap dung hiéu mg
¢6 dinh (Fixed Effect — FE) dé triét tiéu. Con véi cac
bién bo s6t bién dong theo thoi gian 6ijt, theo lap
luén cua Fisman & Svensson (2007), trong truong
hop nay, néu ldy trung binh ganh ning thué va ganh
nang tham nhiing cua cac doanh nghiép theo nganh
- dia phuong 1am bién cong cu cho ganh ning thué
Taxijt va tham nhling Bribeijt trong mo hinh s& giai
quyét dugc van dé. Do d6, d6i voi dit liéu bang trong
bai nghién ctru nay, tac gia s& st dung ganh nang
thué va gdnh ning tham nhiing cua cac doanh nghiép
theo nganh — dia phwong — nam 1am bién cong cu.

Tém lai, bai nghién ctu sé st dung ca phuong
phap udc luong OLS, sau d6 s& 4p dung hiéu tmg c¢b
dinh cung véi bién cong cu cho hai yéu t6 chinh can
danh gi4 14 thué va tham nhiing (FE — IV)).

3.2. 80 ligu

S liéu vé doanh nghiép dugc lay tir khao sat cua
Vién Trung wong Quan ly kinh t& (CIEM) va Co
quan Phat trién Quéc t& Pan Mach (DANIDA) vé
doanh nghiép vura va nho (SME) tir nam 2005 téi
2011 trén 10 tinh thanh cta Viét Nam, dugc thong ké
2 nam mot lan tir 4161 doanh nghiép cua 12 nganh
san xudt cong nghiép voi téng cong 10,667 quan sat
(Phu luc A). Trong sd cac doanh nghiép duogc diéu
tra, c6 nhitng doanh nghiép chi c¢6 sé liéu trong 1
nam, 2 ndm hodc 3 nam. Dé dam bao tinh chinh x4c
trong do luong dinh lugng, chung ta s€ chi st dung

Bang 1: M ta s liéu

Bién N Mean Sd Min Max
Ma doanh nghiép 5,508 3,349 1,204 4 5,242
Tudi (S0 nim hoat dong) 5,488 14.64 10.54 2 77
Growth 5,508 13.56 1.632 8.796 22.84
Tax 5,508 0.00802 0.0181 0 0.270
Bribe 5,508 0.00148 0.0100 0 0.426
Quy md 5,496 1.800 1.121 0 6.215
Nhan lye 5,506 0.0249 0.0593 0 0.800
S6 hiru (Gia dinh/ C6 phan) 5,508 0.262 0.440 0 1
Von 5,508 13.61 1.829 6.345 19.56
Nganh 5508 0.46 0.499 0 1

Ghi chii: Gid tri tién té da dwoc diéu chinh theo chi sé giam phdt GDP 2010 ciia Ngdn hang Thé gidi
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dir liéu bang cua cac doanh nghi€p c6 du thong tin
cho ca 4 nam (2005, 2007, 2009 va 2011). S6 liéu
dugc mo ta chi tiét tai Bang 1.

“Quy md” doanh nghiép duoc tinh bing logarit
cta s6 luong lao dong, trong khi chét luong “nhan
luc” duge dénh gid biang ti 18 sé lugng ngudi lao
dong chuyén mon trén tong s6 lao dong. “Vén” dugc
do bang logarit cua tong s6 von ciia doanh nghiép.

Bién “S& hitu” dé so sanh sy khac nhau gilia cac
loai hinh cong ty. Khao sat phan loai cong ty thanh
cong ty gia dinh, cong ty ¢d phan va cong ty nha
nudce. Do trong dir liéu bang duoc st dung khong cé
cong ty nha nude nén bién “S¢ hitu” s& biéu thi su
khéc nhau giita cong ty gia dinh va cong ty c6 phan,
bién c6 gia tri bang 0 néu 1 cong ty gia dinh va bing
1 néu 1a cong ty cb phan.

Bién “Nganh” dé phan biét cac doanh nghiép
thudc cac nhom nganh cong nghé thip va cong nghé
cao — trung binh dugc phan loai dya trén ham lugng
R&D ciia OECD (2011). Bién “Nganh” nhan gia trj
1a 1 néu doanh nghiép thuéc nhém nganh cong nghé
cao — trung binh va bang 0 néu thudc nhém cong

nghé thap.

Chi s6 canh tranh cip tinh (PCI) ciing dugc st
dung trong md hinh dé danh gia tong quat vé moi
truong kinh doanh cua tung dia phuong noi cac
doanh nghiép hoat dong.

4. Két qua

4.1. Phwong phdp OLS

Bang 2 cho thay ca thué va tham nhiing déu c6 tac
dong ti€u cuc tdi sy tang trudng cua doanh nghiép
va tac dong cua hai yéu té nay tuong ddi giéng nhau
va c6 y nghia thong ké & 1%. Vi thué, khi ti 16 ganh
nang thué ting 1 diém phan tram thi ting truong cua
doanh nghiép giam 5.841 diém phan trim. Tuong tu
v6i tham nhiing, ganh ndng tham nhiing tang [én 1
diém phan tram s& kéo theo tang truong giam 5.333
diém phan tram.

4.2. Phwong phdp FE — 1V

Bang 3 va 4 cho thdy hai bién cong cu cho thué
va tham nhiing déu théa man yéu cau dau tién vé su
tuong quan gitra hai bién chinh va bién cong cu.

Két qua ciia phuong phap IV - FE duoc trinh bay
& bang 5 cho thy su khac biét rit 16n so v6i phuong

Bang 3: Hoi quy buée 1 cho Tax;je
Number of obs = 5384
F(11,3)=123.58
Prob>F=0.0011

Tax Coef Std.Err
Vén -.0006387 .0004105
Quy mb -.0009129 .0005723
Nhén lyc .0030961 0080122
S6 hiru .0031307 10020636
Tudi .000057 .0000453
PCI .0000211 .0000461
Year 2007 -.000392 .0003709
Year 2009 -.0004711 .0003654
Year 2011 -.0003777 .0006051
mean_tax 9445554 060013
mean_bribe 019177 0634562

T P>t [95% Conf] Interval
-1.56 0.218 -.001945 .0006676
-1.60 0.209 -.0027343 .0009085
0.39 0.725 -.0224024 .0285945
1.52 0.227 -.0034365 .0096979
1.26 0.298 -.0000873 .0002012
0.46 0.679 -.0001256 .0001677
-1.06 0.368 -.0015723 .0007884
-1.29 0.288 -.0016338 .0006917
-0.62 0.577 -.0023034 .0015479
15.74 0.001 1535673 1.135543
0.30 0.782 -.1827691 221123

Included instruments: k firmsize human ownership firmAge pci year 2007

year 2009 year 2011 mean_tax mean_bribe

F test of excluded instruments:
F(2,3)=125.57
Prob>F =0.0013
Angrist-Pischke multivariate F test of excluded instruments:
F(1,3)=249.03
Prob > F =0.0006
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Bing 4: Hoi quy buérc 1 cho Bribey

Number of obs = 5384

F(11,3)=8.72
Prob > F = 0.0403

Bribe Coef Std.Err T P>t [95% Conf] Interval
K .0001214 .000081 1.50 0.231 -.0001362 .0003791
Firmsize .0001778 .000569 0.31 0.775 -.0016331 .0019888
Human -.0016944 .0029332 -0.58 0.604 -.0110293 .0076406
Ownership -.0000321 .000191 -0.17 0.877 -.0006399 .0005757
Firmage 5.22e-06 .0000164 0.32 0.771 -.0000469 .0000574
Pci 9.70e-06 .0000283 0.34 0.754 -.0000804 .0000998
Year 2007 -.0002067 .0004063 -0.51 0.646 -.0014996 .0010862
Year_2009 -.000251 .0003212 -0.78 0.492 -.0012732 .0007713
Year_ 2011 -.0002858 .0002549 -1.12 0.344 -.0010971 .0005254
mean_tax -.0222056 026143 -0.85 0.458 -.1054042 .060993
mean_bribe 9345886 2431472 3.84 0.031 1607855  1.708392

Included instruments: k firmsize human ownership firmAge pci year 2007

year_2009 year 2011 mean_tax mean_bribe

F test of excluded instruments:
F(2,3)=7.39
Prob > F = 0.0493
Angrist-Pischke multivariate F test of excluded instruments:
F(1,3)=14.77
Prob>F =0.0311

phap OLS. Khi tt ca cac bién giai thich duoc xem
x6t trong m6 hinh, ca thué va tham nhiing déu cho
thiy tac dong tiéu cuc ciia hai yéu td nay tdi ting
truong cua doanh nghi¢p vdi mirc y nghia ¢ khoang
tin cdy 95%. Tuy nhién, d¢ I6n trong tac dong cua
tham nhiing 16n hon gép 4.5 1an so vé6i thué. Khi
ganh nang thué tang 1én 1 diém phan tram thi ting
truong giam di 3.57 diém phan tram; trong khi do,
tang truong giam di tGi 16.883 diém phan trim néu
ganh ning tham nhiing tang 1én twong tmg. Két qua
ndy giéng v6i nhiu két ludn cia cic nghién ctu
trudc nhung tic dong ciia ching 16n hon hin so véi
cac truong hop khéc, ngay ca véi truong hop dién
hinh cua Fisman & Svensson (2007) vé Uganda.
Giai thich dau tién cho su khéc biét lon nay la do
su khac nhau trong phuong phap va s liéu sir dung.
Nghién ctu nay str dung dir liéu bang nén cho phép
ap dung phuong phap phan tich cé nhiing khac biét
v6i cac nghién ctru trude. Ngoai ra, két qua vé tac
dong tuong ddi 16n cua tham nhiing t6i ting trudng
¢6 thé duge giai thich bang sy khac nhau vé thuc

trang tham nhiing trim trong ¢ Viét Nam.

So véi Uganda, Viét Nam trong khodng thoi gian
phén tich c6 mic d§ tham nhiing nghiém trong hon
theo T6 chirc Minh Bach Thé gidi, dimg thir 123,
trong khi Uganda dimg thir 111 trén tong s6 175 nude
vao nam 2007. Hon nita, cic chi sé déanh gia ning
quan ly nha nudc cia Ngan hang Thé gidi ciing cho
thdy, Viét Nam trong nhiéu nam kém hon Uganda
vé chat lugng chinh sach, cac quy dinh phap luat, do
tin cdy - nhitng yéu t6 dong vai trd quan trong trong
tang truong. C6 thé do khong duge xem xét trong
mo hinh nén céc yéu té nay don tic dong ctia ching
1én hai bién, dic biét la tham nhiing, nén gia tri udc
luong ting cao. Piéu nay phi hop véi nhan dinh cua
Fisman & Svensson (2007): “Phai thira nhan ring,
khi can bo cong chirc dong loat ting ca ganh ning
phap 1y va gié tri khoan hdi 16 & mot vai nganh — dia
phuong thi tac dong tiéu cuc clia tham nhiing c6 thé
bi udc lugng qua cao.”

5. Pé xuit vé chinh sach va két luan

Tir két qua ctia bai nghién ctru nay, ciing véi phan
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tich cua céc tac gia trude, ¢ thé thdy rang chinh
phii Viét Nam nén giam bot ganh nang thué cho
cac doanh nghiép, dac biét la thué thu nhdp doanh
nghiép. Chinh phii c6 thé tang ngudn thu tir cac loai
thué khéc nhu thué gian thu, thué thu nhap c4 nhan
hodc thué tai san, nhiing loai van chiém mot phﬁn
khiém t6n trong tong doanh thu thué ctia Viét Nam,
dé giam ganh nang tai chinh cho cac doanh nghiép
ddng thoi tranh dugc tham hut ngan sach.

Quan trong hon, két qua phan tich cho thiy tac
dong rat 16n cua tham nhiing t6i cdc doanh nghiép
Viét Nam, doi hoi chinh phu can quyét liét hon trong
chéng tham nhiing. Chinh séch chdng tham nhiing
cAn manh tay hon vé6i nhing hinh phat thich dang dé
giai quyét triét dé van nan nay. Chiing ta ¢ thé hoc
hoi tir nude lang giéng 16n Trung Qudc véi nhing
chinh sach v6 cung quyét liét va buée dau mang lai
hi€u qua ro rét. Ngoai ra, mot hé théng hanh chinh
phirc tap va thiéu minh bach 1a nguyén nhan chu yéu
clia tham nhiing. Vi thé, viéc don gian héa thu tuc
hanh chinh, dic biét trong hé thong thué va dich vu
cong la dac biét can thiét. Theo D& an 896 vé don
gian héa tha tuc hanh chinh cua Tha tudng chinh
phu, nhiéu quy dinh va thd tuc hanh chinh da duoc
thay thé, bai bo hodc thuc hién online. Tuy nhién,

nhiéu thu tuc hanh chinh van con phuc tap, gy
phién todi cho nguoi dan va doanh nghiép. Quy trinh
danh gia va tham vén ¢ cac bo ban nganh con cham
va thuc hién chua nghiém tic, dan t&i viéc ban hanh
cac van ban luat cham tré va chua hoan thién. Mot
vén dé nita 1a ndng cao chit lugng can bo cong chirc
nha nudc, chdm dut tinh trang con Ong chau cha,
chay quyén chirc. Diéu nay doi hoi chinh phu can
thye hién tuyén dung cong khai va gidm sat chit chd
viéc thi tuyén, dong thoi cai thién hé thong lwong
dé thu hit ngudi tai ciing nhu han ché tham nhiing.

Toém lai, bai nghién ctru da phan tich va dua ra
nhiing bang chtng dinh luong vé tac dong clia tham
nhiing va thué téi ting truéng cua doanh nghiép,
g6p phdn dwa tdi nhitng dénh gia chinh x4c hon
cho nhitng van dé ndi bat cua kinh t& Viét Nam.
Tuy nhién, bai nghién ctru van con nhidu han ché vi
nhitng 1i do khéch quan va chii quan nhu sai s6 do
ludong cua dit liéu hay tinh phu hop cia bién cong
cu. Hy vong ring, nhiing van dé ton tai nay s& duoc
cac nha nghién ciru giai quyét va dua ra nhiing danh
gia chuin x4c hon. Thém vao do, cic gbc do khac
nhau cua thué va tham nhiing s& dugc xem xét dé
chung ta c¢6 thé c¢6 duge cai nhin tdng quan hon vé
nhing van dé nay.

L&i thira nhan/cam on: Toi xin gui 10i cam on chan thanh t&i Tién st Nguyén Ngoc Anh va cic cong su
clia toi trong qua trinh cong tac tai Trung tim Nghién ctru Chinh sach va Phat trién (DEPOCEN). Pong thoi,
xin guri 161 cam on téi gido sw Nadine Riedel tai Pai hoc Ruhr Bochum, CHLB Dirc vé nhimng gép ¥ ctia ba

trong qua trinh nghién cuu.
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Phu luc A — Tén cac nganh va dja phuong khao sat

No. Nganh No. Tinh
1 Thyc phim 1 | HaNgi
2 Nudc dong chai 2 Phu Tho
3 Dét may 3 Ha Tay
4 Quén 4o va san phdm da 4 Hai Phong
5 San phdm gb 5 Nghé An
6 | Gidy 6 Quang Nam
7 Cong nghiép in va cong nghé ghi am 7 Khanh Hoa
8 San pham dau md, héa chat, dugc pham va g Lim Péng
nhua
9 | San pham khai thac phi kim loai 9 TP. H6 Chi Minh
10 San pham kim loai co ban 10 Long An
T San pham dién, thiét bi, may mdc, thict bi
van tai
12 D6 ding va cac san pham khac
Phu luc B — Thue trang tham nhiing va thi tuc hanh chinh ¢ Viét
So sanh chi s6 CPI giita Vigt Nam va Uganda
Nam Vietnam (CPI/Rank) Uganda (CPI/Rank)
2005 2.6/ 107 2.5/117
2006 2.6/111 2.7/105
2007 2.6/123 2.8/111
2008 2.7/121 2.6/126
2009 2.7/120 2.5/130
2010 2.7/116 2.5/127
2011 2.9/112 2.4/143
2012 3.1/123 2.9/130
2013 3.1/116 2.6/140
2014 3.1/119 2.6/142
Nguon: Transparency International (2005-2014)
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Thuec trang thii tuc hanh chinh la phdp ly ciia Viét Nam

Chi so 200 200 200 200 200 201 201 201 201 201
5 6 7 8 9 0 1 2 3 4
Mirc d minh bach(0= kém nhat t&i 3 3 6 6 6 6 6 6 7 7
10=t4t nhat)
Do manh cua phap ly(0=ycu téi 5 5 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7
12=manh)
Thoi gian can dé thyc thi hgp dong 400 400 400 400 400 400 400 400 400 400
(ngay)
S6 quy trinh dé thuc thi hop dong 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36 36
Thoi gian dé dang ki tai san (ngay) 67 67 67 57 57 57 57 57 57 57
S6 quy trinh dé dang ki tai san 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4 4
Chi phi cho quy trinh khéi nghiép 27,6 243 20 16,8 13,3 12,1 10,7 88 7,7 573
(% ctia thu nhap quéc déan trén dau
nguoi)
Thoi gian dé bat ddu mét y tuéngkinh 42 47 37 37 37 36 36 32 34 34
doanh (ngay)
S6 thu tuc d€ dang ki mdt doanh trtr 11110 10 10 10 10
nghi¢p madi
Thoi gian cho chuan bi va chi tra thue 105 105 105 105 105 941 941 872 872 872
(gio) 0 0 0 0 0
Nguon: The World Bank (2015)
Phu luc C — Xu huéng thué THU NHAP DOANH NGHIEP Viét Nam
CIT rate
35 32
30 —~ 28
25
25
20
20 17
15 =0—CIT rate
10
5
0 T T :
1998 2004 2009 2014 2016
Nguon: Ludt thué Viét Nam (1997, 2003, 2008, 2013)
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