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Petition PE1175:  A92 by Glenrothes Area Futures Group (GAFG) 
 

Reply to the members of the Scottish Parliament’s Petitions Committee.   31/3/09 
 
This Futures Group would firstly wish to thank members of the Petitions Committee for their help 
and support, which have enabled us to maintain our campaign for what we still see is an 
unanswerable case for A92 major improvements/upgrading in this area. 
 
We feel we must reiterate the reasons for this petition and why we continue to seek 
the support of the Petitions Committee  -  (a) we represent the deep feelings and concern of 
the people locally on this anomalous single lane stretch of the A92 and (b) everyone knows that 
the A92 is a vital and strategic route between the Forth and Tay bridges, is a busy road and is a 
key component in the economy of the east of Scotland in general and central Fife in particular:  
 
Firstly this winding 3-mile single A92 road at Glenrothes is an obvious disincentive to potential 
investors and secondly the GAFG has highlighted 5 major hazards all of which are detrimental to 
the quality of life of all road users.  Dualling was planned and proposed in 1999.  Changes since 
then have surely made it imperative for a return to Government’s agenda. 
 
The March 2009 assessments of Balfarg and Cadham junctions by Transport Scotland 
continue to ignore any holistic approach to this 3-mile strategic and dangerous road and have 
made but one small “patching” recommendation  -  an automated signal warning drivers of the 
Cadham junction.   The road from the Balfarg junction to the Cadham junction is a tourniquet on 
the free flow of traffic. The statistics presented in that assessment appear to take no regard of 
economic developments either imminent now or later.  Nor do the assessments pay regard to 
people’s quality of life and perceptions, as noted by us and asked for by the Minister of Transport.   
 
We accepted the Minister’s putting the petition on hold pending these two assessments and would 
now ask for its full and immediate consideration by Parliament, as in the original petition.  The 
report suggests business case studies for these two junctions next year, but we see no need for 
these yet again.  There have been many reports and many patches re. this part of the A92  -  an 
ongoing excuse for no real action  -   and there is surely justification for improvements/upgrading 
without expensive business case studies. We are shocked that no recommendation is made for the 
Balfarg junction and nothing more than one minor warning sign approaching the Cadham junction.  
We are sure the public will also be shocked. 
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When will this 3-mile stretch of trunk road be “fit for purpose”?  A strategic plan involving 
dualling existed in 1990  -  20 years ago. The then Scottish Office’s Road Directorate Paper reads 
that the suggested  “A92: Preston-Balfarg improvement”  (GC0824 11/90) was based on making 
this “fit for purpose”.  Criteria have not changed, and indeed traffic volume is up by 50%  -  so the 
road is still not fit for purpose at this very moment.  Increasing traffic volume is forecast nationally, 
the whole A92 situation is now exacerbated by forthcoming retail developments for Glenrothes 
town centre and the biomass energy plant at Tullis Russell.  We ask the Petitions Committee to 
support the GAFG and see beyond ongoing patches of this section of the A92 and envisage a trunk 
road for the 21st century.  The problems are acute now and will worsen without immediate action. 
 
Fife Council was commissioned in the 1999 Strategic Roads Review to monitor the A92 until 2010.  
(a) We are unaware of Fife Council’s proposals to the Government for post-2010.  (b) We regret 
Fife Council’s apparent not carrying forward its monitoring responsibility into the Local Transport 
Strategy, which forms the basis for STPR consideration.  (c) We note with dismay Fife Council’s 
reply to the Petitions Committee that “This is a matter for the Scottish Government”  -  yet the 
Council seeks upgrade/improvement for the Redhouse roundabout.  (d) We are dismayed by 
reading in the recent Cadham and Balfarg assessment reports that Fife Council made no reply to 
Transport/BEAR Scotland. 
Therefore we would appreciate the Petition Committee’s advice as to Fife Council’s approach to the 
A92 issue and its associated economic criteria  -  also to its transportation network policy for the 
central Fife area around Glenrothes and to the quality of life of its constituents.  
 
Dualling appears as the ultimate way whereby safety measures and public perceptions are 
resolved.  No other possible solution, including one suggestion by the GAFG, has been examined.  
Current economic developments are integral to this 3-mile stretch of road and should be part of a 
strategic transportation masterplan for central Fife, Edinburgh to Dundee and all eastern Scotland.  
Some may say this is utopian and not at all credible in the current economic state of the nation  -  
BUT we still seek the Petitions Committee’s ongoing support as in the Petition’s wording  -  to “call 
on the Scottish Parliament to urge the Scottish Government to immediately improve and upgrade 
the A92 trunk road.....”  The A92 at Glenrothes is amazingly on no agenda. 
 
We end with quotations:  from a previous Transport Scotland document: “Summary and 
conclusions  -  A92;  PERFORMANCE: The single carriageway section of the A92 between 
Glenrothes and Dundee is a constraint.....”     And with regard to “ECONOMIC FUTURE: However, 
the single carriageway sections from Glenrothes to Dundee will become an increasing issue.....  
 



PE1175/I 

Page 3 of 3  
 

certain key junctions along the A92 north of Kirkcaldy will not meet future demand”.  This is surely  
the time to resolve an issue that has been ongoing for over 20 years. 
 
In conclusion  -  while reminding the Petition Committee’s  MSPs of the widespread 
support given to the GAFG’s petition and campaign via local and national businesses 
and private people, that  (1) the hazards remain, with no answers given for or against.  
(2) there is still no sign of any official concern or strategy for the A92.  (3) when there 
is such widespread and emotive support for the immediate or ultimate dualling people 
ask why such strategical and safety measures are not being taken.  (4)  the quality of 
life does not seem to appear in road criteria matters  -  in a modern era when national 
accident figures are fortunately falling down. 
 
The Petitions Committee can continue to assist by 

 
1. placing this petition on the agenda of the Scottish Parliament. 
2. asking the Government why no action/policy on improving or upgrading this A92 section. 
3. asking the Government for a Glenrothes A92 statement and/or policy. 
4. seeking comment from Fife Council on behalf of its constituents about the various transport 

matters raised above. 
5. the Petitions Committee calling to Parliament and the Government for the A92 upgrading  

process to now begin. 
6. seeking a public statement on the quality of life and road transport criteria. 
7. seeking a statement on the provision for walking and cycling on this stretch of the A92. 
8. agreeing that a petition such as this PE1175 should be unnecessary given the history of the 

A92 and the forthcoming economic developments. 
 

The Petitions Committee agreed at its October meeting to continue this petition since 
a number of questions remained unanswered.  We submit that many questions are still 
unanswered  -  and indeed more following upon our enquiries  -  and appeal therefore 
for ongoing  help and support. 
 
(From Dr Bob Grant, Chairman of the Glenrothes Area Futures Group and Ron Page, convener 
of/spokesman for the A92 Group.) 
 

• (N.B. Please note that Transport Scotland’s assessments and recommendations 
are not yet public. 31.3/09) 

 


