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The Impact of Board Characteristics

on Environmental Information Disclosure

FU Hongzhen
( School of Business Minnan Normal University Zhangzhou 363000 China)

Abstract: This paper selects Chinese listed companies from heavy pollution industries who continuously release corporate

social responsibility report during the periods of 2010—2014 as the research sample and empirically analyses the influences of

board characteristics on the level of corporate environmental information disclosure. The results are as follows: first there is an

inverted U-shaped relationship between board size and corporate environmental information disclosure. Second board independ—

ence female directors separation of board chairman and CEO and share proportion of board have significant correlations with

corporate environmental information disclosure. Third board meeting frequency has no effect on it. This Paper can provide the

theoretical basis and empirical evidence for improving the level of corporate environmental information disclosure from the way

of board governance.

Key words: board characteristics; environmental information disclosure; corporate governance; heavy pollution industry



