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Abstract

“Greenwashing” has begun to enter the public view, “greenwashing’s behavior” not only harms the
development of enterprises, but also harms the public interests. In recent years, some heavily
polluting enterprises fail to fulfill their environmental social responsibilities, putting environ-
mental problems behind their own interests. The published environmental social responsibility
reports have false problems, whitewash the environmental performance and performance of en-
terprises, and are subject to administrative punishment by environmental protection depart-
ments. Based on the above background, this paper selects Dinglong Company, which was punished
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for “greenwashing” behavior as an example, analyzes the causes of Dinglong Company’s “green-
washing” behavior according to the fraud triangle theory, and puts forward corresponding gover-
nance suggestions, so as to promote enterprises to actively fulfill their environmental responsibil-
ities, it is conducive to the governance of enterprises’ greenwashing’s behavior, it is conducive to
promoting the healthy and sustainable development of the economy and society.
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Table 1. The beginning and end of the greenwashing event of Dinglong Company
F 1. BEARRREMHER

KA

AN TG KA SR WA L,  ETEAS IR b S BEE K A A I E] KB AR (COD
WEIME 324 mg/l, PRIH 100 mg/l). $13Kk 160913.56 7T

2016 5 A 13 H

2017404 H 12 H Her5 bR . 113K 26989.08 7t

A TNESZ RV RN “ZUGBIR” & RO H CHIRE, AR R AR R FE,
2019 4£ 05 H 08 H WAE T, 2017 %4 A, SRAWREIRTT T, BCOAEKGE], 2ATTREM
HERVTI B

2 ] FELAT TR TG 7K Ak B R L AR 2 AR 2 S R G /K AR 3t Wt A7 1), 3B AT
AIEW . AFRIH BATE, JFAL RISt R .

el

2020 4E 05 H 25 H

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2023.121004 29 [l B 2= TH R


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2023.121004

TrERHX %

33. ER-AERHNREARRFITANBES R
AR PR =B HE . . Sl =RER i as “EE” 178K, i 1,

JEHEE: ZWHE . WEE.
///// HHEIE ) A2 TR S

Fise s BLEDR: BEAR. 1
AT NENE ] PIRPR: BLEL. AR
- R f LA

\\\\\'%Dﬂﬁ:ﬁ@ﬁm\%%%%

Figure 1. Analysis of the causes of the greenwashing behavior of Dinglong Company based on the fraud triangle theory
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Table 2. Profit statement of Dinglong Company
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SOMA R, AR AR AL R o IX ARG ALy T IR 0B AT I AR

)y e ST IR R, KGR T LA R RIS Ty, b, BURFARAE T A
MR T R AR B, KT RS BOR, BERTI L) NSRS T 2 TR A R o 4t
A B s, I ALz [ 3E S, SRR A 1Ak S T T B AT R AR

DOI: 10.12677/fia.2023.121004 30 [l b 2 TH AT


https://doi.org/10.12677/fia.2023.121004

TrERMX %

3.3.2. HIeEE

TR MRS R ER, ST NS R AT DL MR TR 85T . AR AN
JEI% I B DYAN 2 T

1) 5 SN AE Al ()8 3 TIESRAT N, i b, R — R TR, AT 19 3 R A
WA Z RS, WA eHE L R85, EEAT NS AW B 47 R A Al AR 2 AN i A
B2 S)EAGAT A, DR B AR XU 1 77 ik, 22 SeBIL o s R B Bt Sk (A3 B A 3, I e W A
NG| 42

2) BURIIEST D EEAG. HAl, EZRIFEA AN TR 0 B STiti /g, BUHE S E T
TR SHEE AR TN A2 TR ABE 2 T R E I AR 328328 K F BURF AR T, 4 Ak 70t TG O X ) 1
BUR &1 71 BERER, X e 2 w2 it o

3) RMARBAG . ARFEILEII LT AR, WA FESAT AR A AL —K. I A i =
VCEVEHES AT NIRRT KA 4 4, BT, BUR ORISR RIS B2 )G, Al R OEx A E AR
R FE, BB T BHMESAT R, BEME RGP E R T 5 =R BT AE S — IR SR 2 8
SUORBEVER RS 4 SR, AEEHRNAEGK, DL ERUSHBUR R REAE EE, AT

4) 5 BB, M RA A2 T A S 5 LR T N IE—8, XFMEEANTRIER, 2
SBESIT NN Z —, FEEBEAA GRS B T 25T, mhs B BT EEEW
JEAR, HPE AR SEEEE., BRAFAIIRRNE CRAF KT, METTIX KA = HEZF A
HeV5 AR 2 B

3.3.3. ffORAE

SRR = MBI DR ER, A IEESAT A O DR Z AT LA A AR B S AR . AR5 4
A BA, SEF R TAE A TR T

1) DA B OB o A lh 2 T —FhRe B 08 1 AT R, 4 — N EEARAT N, 4
Wk &3 JIEmGAT AL, SV EBSEREENE, unE Mg, “BR7 B, i
IR, X RS IE S T BOR S B E i . XRE—oR, AR B E AL, B
KA AT S, . SR AT RS FEZ RE T, JFRE A & e, Mk, 2019 45 5 A H R A
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Figure 2. Suggestions on the governance of greenwashing behavior of Dinglong Company
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