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Letter to the Petitions Committee of the Scottish Parliament in response      
to the findings of Transport Scotland’s STAG Appraisal of the Cadham 
and Balfarg junctions on the A92 trunk road at Glenrothes.       

1. The original petition 1175 calls upon the Scottish Parliament to urge the 
Scottish Government to immediately improve and upgrade the A92 trunk 
road, in particular between Preston roundabout and Balfarg junction, to 
reduce the number of hazards and accidents and bring about improved 
benefits to the local and wider economy. 

 
(a) The Transport Scotland STAG Appraisal Report has considered only two 

of the five hazards identified by the Glenrothes Area Futures Group 
(GAFG) and has recommended no action. 

 
(b) There is no mention in the report of “benefits to the local and wider 

economy” as in the petition. 
 

(c) GAFG challenges the criteria used by Transport Scotland as being unfit 
for people purpose (see 2 & 3 below). 

 
(d) The Minister of Transport in a letter to GAFG has endorsed the STAG 

recommendations of no action, and makes no reference about the 
other hazards identified.  We have thus asked the Minister to meet 
with us and this is apparently being considered. (acc. to letter of 11 
August from Ministerial Correspondence Unit.)  

 
2. We would submit that this STAG Appraisal is a factual, statistical and business 

analysis with no regard to human welfare.  Whereas we maintain that 
human safety and well being should always be the paramount 
criterion. The STAG Appraisal Guidance document is watertight, business 
like and indeed a laudable transport Guideline.  We note its statement that 
“Road safety is of paramount importance to Transport Scotland.  The safety 
performance of the entire trunk road network is assessed annually by 
screening all locations where three or more accidents have occurred in the 
preceding three years......”.  But this is not the raison d’etre of Petition 
1175. (And, as an aside, this would appear to mean also that there 
will be no safety improvement to Scotland’s trunk road network 
anywhere unless accidents take place on this basis.)   

 
3. The STAG process seems to justify inaction rather than the promotion of 

safety and  any improvement.  For example, it is stated in the Part 2 Appraisal 
6.3.11 that “The Balfarg Roundabout and Signals options both deliver positive 
benefits through the change in accident casualties”.  And in 6.6.2 regarding 
the Balfarg Roundabout that “The analysis of the comparative safety of this 
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arrangement indicates a reduction in all the categories of personal injury 
severity (i.e. fatal, serious and slight).”   
But comments are also made in 6.6.3 and 6.6.4 on “increase in travel time”, 

delays and an increase in carbon emissions.  And then in 6.6.5 it recommends 

no action since there are “no monetised benefits”. 

We would opine that no community should need to argue “How 
many accidents/deaths need to take place at any junction to justify 
action?”. 

 
4. There has been neither a reduction in the five hazards nor any 

“improved benefits” since PE1175 was submitted  -  and, of course, 
since then traffic has increased in line with traffic everywhere, increasing the 
risks at these hazards.   

 
5. The stakeholders’ meeting called by Transport Scotland’s independent 

consultant during the appraisal process was unanimously in favour of safety 
action on this 3-mile stretch of the A92.  That meeting included (a) Fife 
councillors and officials, (b) MP and MSPs, (c) local bus operators Stagecoach 
and Moffat & Williamson, (d) the Fife Hauliers’ Association, (e) local 
businesses, (f) Fife Constabulary, (g) various community councils and the 
Futures Group itself.  Are all these groups and individuals now to be 
told “No action”, based on the biased STAG criteria used to analyse 
trunk road safety?  This unanimity was seen also in the cross-party Scottish 
Parliamentary debate on this part of the A92. 

 
We thus ask the Petitions’ Committee to continue to support Petition 1175 
and seek its implementation.  The five hazards identified  and safety on this 
stretch of the A92 at Glenrothes worsen daily.  The 3,500+ signatures to Petition 
1175 were raised in only two days and are but the tiny tip of an iceberg of local 
sentiment and concern. 
 
  

Yours sincerely, 

 
 

Robert Grant, Chairman, 
Ronald Page, Vice-Chair, 

Glenrothes Area Futures Group. 


