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	PRESS RELEASE


February 2014: 8 defective fuels detected
(Monitoring of fuel quality in January 2014)

(Prague, March 20, 2014) Eight of 238 fuel samples collected by the Czech Trade Inspection Authority at filling stations in February failed quality indicators of technical standards. Defects concerning quality were detected in 5 samples of diesel fuel, two LPG samples, and one sample of diesel fuel blend. Flash point was the most frequent defective indicator concerning diesel fuel – in one case flash point was lower by 22.5°C than stipulated in the appropriate standard. The two LPG samples contained excessive sulphur content. Content of fatty acid methyl ester was below the limit as stipulated in the technical standard in one sample of diesel fuel blend. Administrative proceedings will be held with all the inspected subjects and decisions on fines will be published on the CTIA’s website after decisions come into force. 
In February, monitoring of fuel quality continued at filling stations on the whole territory of the Czech Republic in compliance with appropriate legal regulations, namely the Act No. 311/2006 Coll. on Fuels, Decree No. 133/2010 Coll., and appropriate technical standards. Samples of automotive fuels, diesel fuels, diesel fuel blends, bio fuels, LPG, CNG, and Ethanol E85 were collected and inspected. 
Inspection results
Out of the total number of 238 motor fuel samples collected and inspected in February, 8 samples failed the stipulated quality requirements (3.4%).
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Automotive petrol 91 38,2 0 0,0

Diesel fuel 106 44,5 5 4,7

Diesel fuel blend 6 2,5 1 16,7

FAME 5 2,1 0 0,0

LPG 24 10,1 2 8,3

CNG 3 1,3 0 0,0

Ethanol E85 3 1,3 0 0,0

Total 238 100,0       8 3,4

Collected fuel types - February 2014


Defects were detected in 5 diesel fuel samples, 2 LPG samples, and 1 sample of diesel fuel blend. Results according to fuel types, including detected noncompliant criteria, are shown in this release’s attachment. 
Diesel fuel
In February, a total of 106 diesel fuel samples were collected and inspected. 5 samples failed the quality requirements of the appropriate technical standard concerning flash point. Laboratory analysis measured values below 53.0°C, namely in the range from 30.5°C to 49.5°C – such values fail to meet the minimum value of the respective indicator even when uncertainty of measuring is taken into account. 
Diesel fuel blend
The total of 6 samples of diesel fuel blend were collected and inspected. One sample failed the requirements of the appropriate technical standard due to deviation concerning the quality indicator FAME content. Content of fatty acid methyl ester was lower by 2.7% V/V in comparison with 28.6% V/V as stipulated in the appropriate technical standard when uncertainty of measuring is taken into account. The remaining five samples complied with the requirements for all quality indicators. 
LPG

Two of the total of 24 collected LPG samples failed the requirements of the appropriate technical standard. Laboratory analysis showed higher sulphur content, namely 137.9 mg/kg and 100.3 mg/kg. The maximal value of the quality indicator is 60.0 mg/kg. Such significant deviation could have been caused by different composition as a result of a production defect or by intentional manipulation with the fuel. 
Bio fuels
Content of fatty acid methyl ester was inspected in 106 samples of diesel fuel and ethanol content was inspected in 91 samples of automotive petrol. Laboratory analysis showed no exceeding of upper acceptable limit of bio components in the respective fuel types. 
Conclusion
In February, analysis of 238 collected fuel samples proved deviations from quality standard in 5 motor fuel samples, 1 blended fuel sample and 2 LPG samples. These results indicate worsening by almost 1% when compared with January, namely from 2.3% to 3.4%. Higher proportion of poor quality samples was detected in diesel fuel, LPG, and diesel fuel blend. No poor quality samples were detected concerning automotive petrol which is an improvement from 1.1% to 0%. Collected samples of the other fuel types met the requirements of the appropriate technical standards. 
Fuel inspection results according to inspectorates
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Středočeský and 

Prague

14 0 18 1 0 0 2 0 6 1 1 0 0 0 41 2

Jihomoravský 

andZlínský

12 0 16 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 2

Moravskoslezský 

and Olomoucký

12 0 16 1 2 0 1 0 6 1 1 0 1 0 39 2

Ústecký and 

Liberecký

13 0 16 0 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 32 0

Královéhradecký 

and Pardubický

12 0 16 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 30 0

Jihočeský and 

Vysočina

12 0 12 0 1 1 0 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 32 1

Plzeňský and 

Karlovarský

16 0 12 1 1 0 0 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 35 1

Total

91 0 106 5 6 1 5 0 24 2 3 0 3 0 238 8

E85 Total petrol diesel fuel DFB 30 FAME LPG CNG

Legend: COLL = collected; F = failed
Attachments: 
· Monitoring of fuel quality in February 2014 
· Monitoring of fuel quality from January to February 2014
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List1

		Collected fuel types - February 2014

		Fuel type		collected samples		in %		Noncompliant samples		% of fuel type

		Automotive petrol		91		38.2		0		0.0

		Diesel fuel		106		44.5		5		4.7

		Diesel fuel blend		6		2.5		1		16.7

		FAME		5		2.1		0		0.0

		LPG		24		10.1		2		8.3

		CNG		3		1.3		0		0.0

		Ethanol E85		3		1.3		0		0.0

		Total		238		100.0		8		3.4












List1

				petrol				diesel fuel				DFB 30				FAME				LPG				CNG				E85				Total

		Inspectorate		OD		N		OD		N		OD		N		OD		N		OD		N		OD		N		OD		N		OD		N

		Středočeský and Prague		14		0		18		1		0		0		2		0		6		1		1		0		0		0		41		2

		Jihomoravský andZlínský		12		0		16		2		1		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		29		2

		Moravskoslezský and Olomoucký		12		0		16		1		2		0		1		0		6		1		1		0		1		0		39		2

		Ústecký and Liberecký		13		0		16		0		1		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		32		0

		Královéhradecký and Pardubický		12		0		16		0		0		0		1		0		0		0		0		0		1		0		30		0

		Jihočeský and Vysočina		12		0		12		0		1		1		0		0		6		0		1		0		0		0		32		1

		Plzeňský and Karlovarský		16		0		12		1		1		0		0		0		6		0		0		0		0		0		35		1

		Total		91		0		106		5		6		1		5		0		24		2		3		0		3		0		238		8












