
 

 

 

Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact 
Assessment (CRWIA) for the A92 
Trunk Road (Preston Roundabout) 
(40mph Speed Limit) Order 2026 
 

 
 

 

Disclaimer 

This document is a point in time assessment of the likely effects of the above-named 
proposal 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:  

• Scottish Statutory Instrument (SSI) 

Name the proposal and describe its overall aims and intended purpose.  

The name of the proposed SSI is the A92 Trunk Road (Preston Roundabout) 
(40mph Speed Limit) Order 2026 which is anticipated to start in July 2026. 

A 40 mph speed limit is proposed for the A92 Kirkcaldy to Dundee Trunk Road, 
extending from north of Preston Roundabout in Glenrothes to the existing 40 mph 
speed limit south of Tullis Russell Roundabout. This scheme aims to enhance 
pedestrian safety along the A92 including at Leven Bridge. 



 

 

 

The SSI will have the effect of reducing the existing speed limit from 60 mph to 40 
mph from north of Preston Roundabout to the existing 40 mph speed limit south of 
Tullis Russell Roundabout. 

The overall aim of this SSI is to reduce speeds on the section of the A92 trunk road 
in the interests of road safety. 

 

Start date of proposal’s development: October 2024 

Start date of CRWIA process: October 2024 

 

2. With reference given to the requirements of the UNCRC 
(Incorporation) (Scotland) Act 2024 (Annex 1), which aspects of 
the proposal are relevant to/impact upon children’s rights?  

The permanent 40 mph speed limit that will be made by this order has the potential 
to have a slightly positive impact with regards to the following articles from the 
UNCRC (incorporation) (Scotland) Act 2024 Act. 

• Article 6 Life, survival and development 

 

Article 6 – due to improved road safety 

By reducing the speed of this section of the trunk road there will be no negative 
impact on children and young people’s ability to access school and/ or childcare 
facilities, higher or further education institutions, hospitals, places used for 
recreational activity, and places of worship as pedestrian facilities are to remain open 
and offer only an alternative method of travel within the trunk road footprint.  

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

A reduction of the vehicular speed limit supports safer travel for pedestrians and 
wheelers within the extents of the order. 

• Existing research/reports/policy expertise 
 
Transport Scotland (2013), Roads for All Good Practice Guide for Roads, 
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/43830/roads-for-all-good-practice-guide-
for-roads-july-2013.pdf 
 

• Consultation/feedback from stakeholders 

The local community council was supportive of a speed limit reduction by Leven 
bridge. 

https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/43830/roads-for-all-good-practice-guide-for-roads-july-2013.pdf
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/43830/roads-for-all-good-practice-guide-for-roads-july-2013.pdf


 

 

 

• Consultation/feedback directly from children and young people 

There has been no consultation/feedback directly from children or young people as 
part of this proposed reduction in speed limit. 

Wider reports that have been used to inform the decision to reduce speed of the A92 
between north of Preston roundabout and Tullis Russel roundabout to 40 mph: 

R E Cookson, D C Richards and R W Cuerden (2011), The characteristics of 
pedestrian road traffic accidents and the resulting injuries, TRL, Transport Research 
Laboratory, https://trl.co.uk/uploads/trl/documents/INS009.pdf 

Transport Scotland (2024), Key Reported Road Casualties Scotland 2023, 
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/vgebxuz3/key-reported-road-casualties-
scotland-2023.pdf 

Transport Scotland (2021), Scotland’s Road Safety Framework to 2030, 
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/49893/scotlands-road-safety-framework-to-
2030.pdf 

 

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  

No ‘gaps’ in evidence have been identified which may prevent determination of 
impact of this speed limit reduction road order. 

 

5. Analysis of Evidence 

The TRL report (Cookson et al) showed that if you hit someone at higher speed, 
they’re far more likely to die than if you hit them at lower speeds. This shows a lower 
speed limit would help protect all users including children, reducing the risk of death 
or serious injury should they be involved with a road traffic collision, contributing to 
Article 6. This assessment and evidence allowed the identification of the potential 
positive benefits this order will have to Article 6 of the UNCRC Act. 

Transport Scotland’s Key reported road casualties from 2023 reported that 28% of all 
pedestrian casualties of all ages were children (263 out of 939) demonstrating how 
children are disproportionately affected as pedestrian casualties on Scotland’s 
Roads. Lowering speed limits should encourage lower vehicle speed and help to 
reduce the number of pedestrian casualties that are children, contributing to article 6 
of the UNCRC Act. 

 

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

https://trl.co.uk/uploads/trl/documents/INS009.pdf
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/vgebxuz3/key-reported-road-casualties-scotland-2023.pdf
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/vgebxuz3/key-reported-road-casualties-scotland-2023.pdf
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/49893/scotlands-road-safety-framework-to-2030.pdf
https://www.transport.gov.scot/media/49893/scotlands-road-safety-framework-to-2030.pdf


 

 

 

Having gone through this assessment and considering the rights of the child, no 
changes have been made as they would not result in further progression of any of 
the positive impacts of the intervention. 

 

Conclusion 

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

Positive 

 

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.  

• Article 6 Life, survival and development:  
 
This SSI has the potential to make it safer for children and young people using the A92 
footway by Leven bridge for both walking and wheeling, as shown by the TRL report and the 
key reported road casualties in Scotland. Additionally children travelling as passengers 
within passing vehicles will be safer given the lower vehicle speeds. 
 
 

 

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

It is not anticipated that this proposal will have a negative impact on children’s rights 
and wellbeing. 

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 (Annex 2), will the proposal contribute to 
the wellbeing of children and young people in Scotland? 
(Guidance Section 2.3.2, pages 20-22). 

Safe:       Yes 

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 has been written in an accessible format for all children and young 
people to understand. It will be published on the legislation website under the name 
‘Child Rights and Wellbeing Impact Assessment’ for children and young people to 
see the impacts that this proposal may have. 

 

 

 

 

Post Assessment Review and sign-off 

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

• The Road Safety Performance of the Trunk Road Network is monitored 
through Transport Scotland’s Annual Road Safety Review. 



 

 

 

 

13. Sign off  

Policy Lead Signature & Date of Sign Off:   Alasdair Sim 17/4/26. 

Deputy Director Signature & Date of Sign Off:  Stuart Wilson 30/06/2026. 
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