
 

 

Comments by PFI Fareast on the article by “Profil Redaktion GmbH”, Vienna, 09.11.2021 

Salzburg-Connection: Cheap shoes at the discount store, offshore trust in Asia 

As far as the article concerns PFI Fareast, the following points are incorrectly presented and contain 

false and unverifiable allegations: 

1. accusations of bias are made against PFI and of an influence on laboratory results in favour of 

Grohmann. 

Grohmann is indirectly a minority shareholder of PFI Fareast and currently holds 7.2% shares. This is 

not and has not been concealed and is documented. It cannot be deduced that a shareholder or 

shareholder without any expertise on the work of a laboratory, has any influence on the business 

operations of PFI Fareast. Shareholders want to participate in the profits of the company and that is 

the only reason for Grohmann's participation in PFI Fareast in the present case. It is the 

responsibility of the directors to ensure that the audits are conducted properly and impartially. PFI 

Fareast operates in the supply chain for producers in Asia and tests the materials before and during 

shoe production on behalf of, for example, importers or their factories in Asia. The testing of the 

finished product is not carried out by the importers or factories, but on behalf of the retailers (e.g. 

Aldi, Hofer) in Europe. Ultimately, the importer has no influence on the selection of the testing 

laboratory. 

2. It is argued that PFI Fareast has certified safety shoes of the company Grohmann and that an 

inadmissible conflict of interest can be derived from this. 

PFI Fareast is not a certification body and has not tested or certified these shoes. Safety footwear 

with CE and GS marks must be certified within the EU. 3.  

3. It is alleged that PFI Fareast falsely tested footwear that was recalled for elevated CrVI levels. 

PFI Fareast did not test these shoes, which are mentioned in the report, but only the materials 

intended for the production of the shoes. However, we do not know which materials the 

manufacturer ultimately uses, and this is not the responsibility of a testing laboratory. 

In general, the article is based on assumptions and insinuations derived from them, which are not 

substantiated and not correct.  

The article lacks journalistic due diligence.  

The directors of PFI Fareast Co Ltd.  

(Hong Kong SAR, 17.11.2021) 


