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	PRESS RELEASE


CTIA detected more poor quality samples in October
(Partial report on results of inspections of fuel quality in October 2014) 

(Prague, November 20, 2014) Within inspections of fuel samples collected at filling stations during October, deviations from quality were detected concerning 7 fuel samples in total. All defects were serious deviations from quality parameters as stipulated in applicable technical standard. Such deviations could be caused either by production defect or intentional manipulation with fuels. Administrative proceedings will be held concerning all the cases and lawful decisions will subsequently be available on the website of the Czech Trade Inspection Authority. Inspectors imposed 3 prohibitions on selling of poor quality fuels. The measure concerned almost 10.000 litres of motor fuels amounting to about 300,000 CZK. Monitoring and inspections of fuel quality will continue till the end of the year. 
During October 2014 quality of 225 samples of automotive petrol, diesel fuel, diesel fuel blend, LPG, and CNG was inspected in compliance with the Act No. 311/2006 Coll. and Decree No. 133/2010 Coll. on the territory of the Czech Republic. In total 7 samples, i.e. 3.1% of the total number of collected and inspected motor fuels, failed stipulated quality requirements. 
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Automotive petrol 84 37,3 1 1,2

Diesel fuel 104 46,2 2 1,9

Diesel fuel blend 5 2,2 1 20,0

FAME 0 0,0 0 0,0

LPG 28 12,4 3 10,7

CNG 4 1,8 0 0,0

Etanol E85 0 0,0 0 0,0

Total 225 100,0          7 3,1

Collected fuel samples - types -  October 2014


During the respective period, defects were detected concerning 3 samples of LPG for engine, 2 diesel fuel samples, 1 sample of diesel fuel blend and 1 sample of automotive petrol.
Automotive petrol
In the monitored period, CTIA inspectors collected and inspected in total 84 samples of automotive petrol. Laboratory analysis proved deviation in one sample. This automotive petrol sample failed quality indicators oxygen substances and oxygen-ethanol (measured value was 8.4% V/V while maximal value is 5.2% V/V when measurement uncertainty is taken into account) and oxygen by calculation (3.12% m/m was measured while maximal value is 2.9% m/m when measurement uncertainty is taken into account). Other 83 petrol samples complied with parameters stipulated in ČSN EN 228 (Automotive Fuels – Gasoline – Requirements and Test Methods).

Diesel fuel
In October, in total 104 samples of diesel fuel were collected and inspected, including 2 that failed quality requirements stipulated in applicable technical standard. In 1 sample, laboratory analysis showed deviations concerning quality indicators cetane number (detected value was 41.8 while minimal value is 48.4 when measurement uncertainty is taken into account), cetane index (detected value was 39.4 while minimal value is 45.0 when measurement uncertainty is taken into account), density at 15°C (detected value was 856.5 kg/m ᶾ while maximal value is 846.0 kg/mᶾ when measurement uncertainty is taken into account), FAME (detected value was 10.9% V/V while maximal value is 7.3% V/V when measurement uncertainty is taken into account) and oxidation stability (detected value was 38 g/mᶾ while maximal value is 33 g/mᶾ when measurement uncertainty is taken into account). Second sample of motor fuel failed quality parameter FAME (detected value was 19.6% V/V while maximal value was 7.3% V/V when measurement uncertainty is taken into account). Other inspected and analysed diesel fuel samples met quality requirements stipulated in technical standard ČSN EN 590 (Automotive fuels – Diesel – Requirements and Test Methods).

Diesel fuel blend (DFB 30)

During October, 5 samples of the fuel type were collected and inspected. Deviations from quality parameters were detected concerning one sample. The sample failed the quality parameter FAME (measured value was 27.0% V/V while minimal acceptable value is 28.6% V/V when measurement uncertainty is taken into account). The other four samples met requirements of all monitored parameters. 
LPG for engine
3 of 28 collected and inspected samples of LPG for engine failed quality requirements of applicable technical standard. Laboratory analysis showed higher values of sulphur, namely 71.0 mg/kg, 80.0 mg/kg, and 131.0 mg/kg while maximal value of the quality parameter is 60.0 mg/kg when measurement uncertainty is taken into account. Deviations could have been caused by different composition of fuels as a result of production defect or intentional manipulation.
Bio fuels
In October 2014, content of fatty acid methyl ester was inspected in 104 diesel fuel samples and ethanol content in 84 automotive petrol samples. Violation of the upper acceptable limit of bio ingredients content was detected in two samples of diesel fuel – by 3.6% V/V in one sample and by 12.3% V/V in the other (maximal value in 7.3% V/V when measurement uncertainty is taken into account). Analysis showed violation of the upper acceptable limit of bio ingredients content in one sample, namely by 3.2% V/V (maximal value is 5.2% V/V when measurement uncertainty is taken into account).
Imposed measures
During October, the Czech Trade Inspection Authority banned selling of motor fuels that failed to comply with requirements of special legal regulations in three cases. Measures were imposed on 1,840 litres of LPG for engine, 541 litres of diesel fuel, and 7,331 litres of diesel fuel blend DFB 30 amounting to 298,995.70 CZK in total. 
Conclusion
Analysis of samples of motor fuels collected during October proved deviations from quality standards in 1 sample of automotive petrol, 2 samples of diesel fuel, 3 samples of LPG for petrol and 1 sample of diesel fuel blend (DFB 30) which is a decline from 2.7% to 3.1% of nonconforming fuels when compared with the September rate. All deviations from quality parameters stipulated in applicable technical standard were significant, which is a bad news for consumers. Such deviations could have been caused by production defect or intentional manipulation with fuels. 3 bans on sale of almost 10,000 litres of fuels amounting to about 300,000 thousands of Crowns were imposed during the inspections. 
Results according to inspectorates

[image: image3.emf]COLL N COLLNCOLL N COLLNCOLLNCOLLN COLL N COLL N

Středočeský and 

Prague

12 0 15 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 29 0

Jihomoravský and 

Zlínský

11 0 16 0 1 0 0 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 35 0

Moravskoslezský 

and Olomoucký

11 1 16 1 0 0 0 0 4 2 1 0 0 0 32 4

Ústecký and 

Liberecký

11 0 16 0 2 1 0 0 6 1 0 0 0 0 35 2

Královéhradecký 

and Pardubický

12 0 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 28 0

Jihočeský and 

Vysočina

12 0 12 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 31 1

Plzeňský and 

Karlovarský

15 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 6 0 1 0 0 0 35 0

Total

84 1 104 2 5 1 0 0 28 3 4 0 0 0 225 7

Inspectorate

E85 Total petrol diesel  DFB 30 FAME LPG CNG

 Legend: COLL = collected, N = noncompliant
Attachments: 
Monitoring of fuel quality in October 2014

Monitoring of fuel quality from January to October 2014

Contact: Spokesperson of the CTIA
                                                            Phone:
+420 296 366 233  
                 Mgr. Jiří Fröhlich
                                                            Mobile: 
+420 602 105 376

                                                            E-mail:
mluvci@coi.cz

List1

		Collected fuel samples - types -  October 2014

		Fuel type		collected sampes		in %		noncompliant samples		% of fuel type

		Automotive petrol		84		37.3		1		1.2

		Diesel fuel		104		46.2		2		1.9

		Diesel fuel blend		5		2.2		1		20.0

		FAME		0		0.0		0		0.0

		LPG		28		12.4		3		10.7

		CNG		4		1.8		0		0.0

		Etanol E85		0		0.0		0		0.0

		Total		225		100.0		7		3.1








List1

		Inspectorate		petrol				diesel 				DFB 30				FAME				LPG				CNG				E85				Total

				COLL		N		COLL		N		COLL		N		COLL		N		COLL		N		COLL		N		COLL		N		COLL		N

		Středočeský and Prague		12		0		15		0		2		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		29		0

		Jihomoravský and Zlínský		11		0		16		0		1		0		0		0		6		0		1		0		0		0		35		0

		Moravskoslezský and Olomoucký		11		1		16		1		0		0		0		0		4		2		1		0		0		0		32		4

		Ústecký and Liberecký		11		0		16		0		2		1		0		0		6		1		0		0		0		0		35		2

		Královéhradecký and Pardubický		12		0		16		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		0		28		0

		Jihočeský and Vysočina		12		0		12		1		0		0		0		0		6		0		1		0		0		0		31		1

		Plzeňský and Karlovarský		15		0		13		0		0		0		0		0		6		0		1		0		0		0		35		0

		Total		84		1		104		2		5		1		0		0		28		3		4		0		0		0		225		7












