Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact
Assessment (CRWIA) for the A737
Trunk Road (Beith) (30mph and
50mph Speed Limits) Order 2026

Disclaimer

This document is a point in time assessment of the likely effects of the A737 Trunk
Road (Beith) (30mph and 50mph Speed Limits) Order 2026 on the rights and
wellbeing of children and young people. This impact assessment should be read in
conjunction with other impact assessments prepared for this proposal.

Scottish Government acknowledge the importance of monitoring and evaluating the
impact of strategic decisions and legislation on children’s rights and wellbeing. Any
information gathered during implementation of the legislation or strategic decision to
which the impact assessment relates, will be used to inform future determinations of
impact. Any new strategic decision or new legislation (including amending
legislation) would be subject to a new CRWIA in line with the legislative
requirements.



Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment Template

1. Brief Summary

Type of proposal (Please delete as necessary):

e Scottish Statutory Instrument
Name the proposal, and describe its overall aims and intended purpose.
The A737 Trunk Road (Beith) (30mph and 50mph Speed Limits) Order 2026

The proposed 30mph speed limit will be introduced to improve road safety at the
A737 junction with Bypass Road and Roebank Road. The proposed 50mph speed
limit will be introduced to improve road safety at the A737 junction with the
Manrahead Roundabout. The existing 30mph and 50mph signs are in place and a
TTRO has been published for this speed limit while a correction is made to the
existing permanent order. The proposed order is to make the existing TTRO a
permanent TRO.

Start date of proposal’s development: January 2025
Start date of CRWIA process: January 2025

2. With reference given to the requirements of the UNCRC
(Incorporation) (Scotland) Act 2024, which aspects of the
proposal are relevant to/impact upon children’s rights?

The proposed permanent 30mph speed limit will have no impact or change on
children or young people’s ability to access school and/or childcare facilities, higher
or further education institutions, hospitals, places for recreational activity, and places
of worship, as the 30mph speed limit has been in place and none of these facilities
are near this section of road. The only aspect relevant to children and young people
both directly and indirectly is the positive impact of protecting public safety by
permanently reducing the speed limit to 30mph which will maintain a safer junction at
A737 Bypass Road — Roebank Road and reducing the speed limit to 50mph to
maintain a safer junction at the Manrahead Roundabout.

3. Please provide a summary of the evidence gathered which will
be used to inform your decision-making and the content of the
proposal

Evidence from:

Not Applicable.



4. Further to the evidence described at ‘3’ have you identified any
'gaps’ in evidence which may prevent determination of impact?
If yes, please provide an explanation of how they will be
addressed

Not Applicable.

5. Analysis of Evidence

Not Applicable.

6. What changes (if any) have been made to the proposal as a
result of this assessment?

Not Applicable.

Conclusion

7. As aresult of the evidence gathered and analysed against all
UNCRC requirements, what is the potential overall impact of this
proposal on children’s rights?

No impact.

8. If you have identified a positive impact on children’s rights,
please describe below how the proposal will protect, respect,
and fulfil children’s rights in Scotland.

Not Applicable.



9.

If a negative impact has been identified please describe it below.
Is there a risk this could potentially amount to an
incompatibility?

Not Applicable.

Mitigation Record

What options have been considered to modify the proposal in order to mitigate a
negative impact or potential incompatibility?

Please summarise mitigation actions taken below

Issue or risk identified and relevant UNCRC requirement

Not Applicable.

Action Taken/ To Be Taken

Not Applicable.

Date action to be taken or was taken

Not Applicable.

10. As a result of the evidence gathered and analysed against all

wellbeing indicators, will the proposal contribute to the
wellbeing of children and young people in Scotland?

Safe: Not Applicable
Healthy: Not Applicable
Achieving: Not Applicable
Nurtured: Not Applicable
Active: Not Applicable
Respected: Not Applicable
Responsible: Not Applicable
Included: Not Applicable

If yes, please provide an explanation below:

11. How will you communicate to children and young people the

impact that the proposal will have on their rights?



The CRWIA will be published and has been written in accessible language so as to
allow for children and young people to understand its content and the potential
impact (or no impact) on their rights.

Post Assessment Review and sign-off

12. Planning for the review of impact on children’s rights and
wellbeing

It is not expected that children’s rights and wellbeing is impacted, with the
proposal to make the existing 30mph TTRO a permanent TRO. This will be
reviewed via any feedback recorded through the standard customer feedback
form on the Amey Southwest Trunk Road website or email correspondence from
local residents or elected members.

No new facilities are required to be constructed as part of the TRO process. In
the unlikely event that new facilities are required, which are accessible by
children within the 30mph speed limit section, due regard will be given to any
potential changes to the impact to children and young people.

13.Sign off

Policy Lead Signature & Date of Sign Off: Neil Lang — 16/06/2026
Deputy Director Signature & Date of Sign Off: S R Lees — 16/06/2026
Date CRWIA team first contacted: 11/05/2026
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