
 

CONSULTATION ON DESIGNATION OF CUMBERNAULD TOWN CENTRE 
12 May to 12 June 2022 

 

Questions and responses 

Q.1 Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation, 
business or community group? - Individual, Organisation etc 

¶ As an individual (2133) 
¶ On behalf of an organisation, public body or charity (7) 

¶ On behalf of a local authority  

¶ As a private business, such as an architect or developer (8) 
¶ Representing a community group (4) 

¶ Other (11) 
 
 

Are you responding as an individual or on behalf of an organisation, business 
or community group? - If you've chosen 'other', please specify here: 
 

¶ Architect. Brought up in Cumbernauld 63-83 
¶ Individual 

¶ N/A 
¶ Individual living in Cumbernauld 

¶ I am the architect who did the original perspective drawings of the Town Centre when 
working for the Corporation in the early 1960s. 

¶ I've not chosen other - but won't let me proceed unless I put something in this box.... 

¶ I didn't choose other. This should be a required field 

¶ An individual 
¶ Individual 

¶ Individual 

¶ Individual 
¶ Individual 

¶ L ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ǎŜƭŜŎǘ ƻǘƘŜǊΦ 
¶ I did not choose other but as an individual. If you require further detail, I have been a 

resident of Cumbernauld and a user of the Town Centre for 46 years. 

¶ This building is nothing but a curse on the town it is totally impractical and stifles 
growth. I've even met architecture students who were brought to see it as an example 

of what not to do.  Cumbernauld severely lacks behind the other new towns and needs 
to progress 

¶ N.A 

¶ Resident 

¶ Individual living in Cumbernauld 
¶ Resident since 1969 



 

¶ The town Centre is an eyesore, has never been properly maintained, buildings are 
grubby and dirty. It's no wonder it won the Carbuncle award several times, IT'S AN 
EYESORE TO LOOK AT, KNOCK IT DOWN AND START AFRESH. 

¶ Individual 
¶ N/A 

¶ Na 
¶ NA 

¶ Individual 

¶ Individual 
¶ Architectural historian at the University of Liverpool (formerly at University of 

Strathclyde), specialising in post-war British architecture. Author of a well-reviewed 
book on Brutalism. 

¶ I am an academic at the University of Edinburgh, and I have used Cumbernauld in 
teaching and research 

¶ This is a test (D McDowell) 

¶ As a former Provost and Member of Parliament 

¶ Both individual and self employed one man band business 

¶ I live in Cumbernauld 

¶ As someone who worked in Cumbernauld Town centre for 10 years 

¶ New College Lanarkshire, Cumbernauld Campus (H&S Adviser) 

¶ Retired Town Planner 

¶ Speaking on behalf the Toonys pipen n aw the young pups need a new place to get onit 
nawrat 

¶ Local family 
 
 

Q.5 Where are you based? ς Location 
 

¶ Cumbernauld (1668) 

¶ North Lanarkshire (192) 

¶ Elsewhere in Scotland (239) 

¶ Elsewhere in UK (43) 

¶ Rest of world (15) 

¶ Not answered (2) 
 

Q.6 What is your organisation, local authority or community group? 
 - Text / org or community 
¶ Local business 

¶ Studio DuB 

¶ JT_A Jon Tollit Architects 
¶ Styles & Smiles 

¶ House of Belvedere LLP 
¶ Architect 

¶ John Brown  and Company 
¶ Swan Group 



 

¶ No 
¶ No org 

¶ Scottish Centre for Conservation Studies, University of Edinburgh 
¶ Cunningham Heavin Architects 

¶ Cornerstone House Centre Limited 

¶ Cumbernauld Community Forum 

¶ Community Council 

¶ Deputy Director of Planning, Property and Performance, National Health Service 
Lanarkshire 

¶ "Jamie Hepburn MSP 

¶ For Cumbernauld & Kilsyth / Stuart McDonald MP 

¶ For Cumbernauld, Kilsyth 
¶ & Kirkintilloch East" 

¶ NA 

¶ University of Edinburgh - writing here as an individual 

¶ HES test 

¶ Former MP 

¶ Myself 

¶ N/A 

¶ N/A 

¶ New College Lanarkshire, Cumbernauld Campus 

¶ N/A 

¶ Grampian young team 

¶ N/a 

¶ Architects 

¶ DM Fitness Classes 
¶ Cumbernauld Village Community Council 

¶ Community Group - Do Not List Cumbernauld Town Centre 
 
 

Q.6 What is your connection to the building? (please select the most 
appropriate item) ς Connection 
 
¶ Have used the facilities or the buildings (1827) 
¶ Have worked in/on the building (131) 

¶ Casual observer (i.e., know of or have seen the building but have not been inside) (93) 
¶ Other (103) 

¶ Not answered (5) 

 
What is your connection to the building? (please select the most appropriate 
item) - LŦ ΨƻǘƘŜǊΩ ǇƭŜŀǎŜ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ƳƻǊŜ ŘŜǘŀƛƭǎΥ 
¶ Have visited the building on a number of occasions. 
¶ I have a hair salon in the town centre. 

¶ "As a young man interested in new development the new town of Cumbernauld was an 
interesting concept.  Then studying New towns and planning as part of a Land Economics 



 

course the town centre having different concepts and traffic planning was interesting 
(1968_72). Since those heady days the brutality of the architecture and poor planning is 

recognised not just here but in most development of the 60 and early 70's. Poor 
construction, dreadful design in a drive for modernity." Swan Group are the current 
owners of the penthouses and CDC at Avon Walk, Cumbernauld. 

¶ I have both used the facilities of the centre and worked inside the town centre. 

¶ Have both worked in multiple units in the town centre and also used its facilities 
throughout my life. 

¶ I have photographed the building for a possible book, over 30 years ago, its authors (not 
me) were not going to be positive about Modernism in Scotland generally, although I 
then admired the edifice's grandeur, if not its appearance. I've become more 
acclimatised over the years to its aesthetic. 

¶ Used to live in Cumbernauld, used the facilities & worked there. Parents still in 
Cumbernauld. 

¶ I grew up in Cumbernauld. Lived there for 18 years. 
¶ In the building every day for years as live and work in Cumbernauld. The building is 

Cumbernauld, statuesque and strong. 

¶ Grew up in Cumbernauld. 

¶ Grew up in Cumbernauld 1968 - 1981 

¶ As a quantity surveyor with Cumbernauld Development Corporation in the 1960s, I was 
involved in the development of the early phases of the Town Centre 

¶ I grew up in Cumbernauld and lived there from birth until I was about 21. 

¶ Grew up in Cumbernauld. Have seen that building almost every day for 13 years. 
¶ "I have both used the facilities/ building and worked in the building. The options do not 

allow multiple selections therefore I have used 'Other' as a means to identify this. 
I have lived in Cumbernauld since 1972 and have used the building for most of its 
existence and throughout my entire life. 
I worked in an office within the megastructure during late 1980's / early 1990's." 

¶ Shopping and many years ago assisted with Nfu show with young farmers. Have also 
shopped. Popped into library 

¶ Lived in Cumbernauld for 20 years, have used the building extensively over that time 
and have fond connection with it. 

¶ Use the facilities regularly 

¶ I grew up in Cumbernauld and my family still live there. 
¶ I went to Cumbernauld High School and after school, I would invariably go to the town 

centre for the shops, Library, and swimming pool 

¶ Volunteer in the cabrain community hub ǘƘŀǘΩǎ based in the town centre 

¶ I grew up just a few streets away in the 1970s and 1980s, so it was a big part of my life. 

¶ Grown up within walking distance and lived near the mega structure near all my adult 
life. 

¶ Use the building, run a community facility in the building. Farther and uncle both worked 
on the construction 

¶ Grew up in Cumbernauld; my father worked on the Centre for CDC. 
¶ Brought up in Cumbernauld, have BA (HONS ) in design. 

¶ My father brought the family through from Fife to take up a senior position with Oscar 
Faber a company who played a major part in the design and build of the town centre 



 

¶ I grew up in Cumbernauld and so the complex was an important part f my formative 
years. I now work in heritage conservation. 

¶ First visited the building in the late 1960s as an architectural student. Thought that it 
ǿŀǎ ŀƳŀȊƛƴƎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǎ ǾŜǊȅ ǇǊƻǳŘ ǘƘŀǘ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘ ǎŜŜƳŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ άŀƘŜŀŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
ǇŀŎƪέΦ IŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ōŀŎƪ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ǘƛƳŜ ōǳǘ ǿŜ ƭƛǾŜ ƛƴ 9ŘƛƴōǳǊƎƘ ǎƻ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ƴŜŜŘ 
to visit Cumbernauld. 

¶ Practicing Architect working within central Scotland 
¶ Architect 

¶ Business owner 

¶ "Lived in 12 Avon Walk from 1972 - 1977  
Met my husband who lived in 6 Avon Walk . Married 1976 
Had my first child in 1977 ( now an Intensive Care Consultant in Oldham) 
I worked for the Development Corporation and one of my roles was to talk to visiting 

professionals about Cumbernauld. 
We thought our penthouse homes were pretty special and would hate them to be 
demolished." 

¶ Used to visit it often when I worked in Glasgow. 

¶ Architect who lived in Cumbernauld close to centre 50 years ago, married in church at 
centre St Mungo. Then moved to village rebuilding cottage there then going on to work 
in Glasgow and Stirling before eventually moving South. Visited and used centre 
extensively over many years, visiting fellow architect living in penthouses etc. Watched 
development of centre and later redevelopment of parts of it. Consider it as iconic 

example of central facilities for a New Town and unique in Scotland . 

¶ I an the Head of the Edinburgh School of Architecture and Landscape Architecture 
(ESALA) at the University of Edinburgh, and we are keen to observe principles of re-use 
in significant historic structures such as the Cumbernauld Town Centre. 

¶ I am the architect who did the original perspective drawings of the Centre before its 
completion when I was working for the Development Corporation in the early sixties. 

¶ "This is an exceptional example of brutalist megastructure, one of the only in the world. 
It's design was unparallel and is yet to be surpassed in its emphasis in town master 
planning. Unfortunately, poor management and poor retrofitting has left the building 
looking sorry. However, there is clearly a budget available for a proper, well designed 
retro-fit, most likely through the use of a competition to preserve this piece of built 
modern history. In times of environmental crisis, we should not be demolishing perfectly 
usable structures, instead we should be encouraging creative re-use and refurbishment 
to extend the life of our buildings and their relevance. 

This building poses a great opportunity to set an example for all UK town centres and 
continue to promote exceptional Scottish architecture and master planning." 

¶ Worked as architect on Cumbernauld c1960 -63 

¶ Architect/academic with long history of reflection on, writing about and professional 
interest in Cumbernauld. 

¶ From Cumbernauld 

¶ No personal connection to the building, just an admirer of Brutalist Architecture. 

¶ Former resident of Cumbernauld 1963 - 1982 

¶ Primarily, as a historian who appreciates CTC's significance. 

¶ Interested in architectural heritage and sustainable development 



 

¶ I am also interested in the building for its architectural and historic value. 
¶ I am a previous resident of Cumbernauld and employee of North Lanarkshire Council 

¶ Not Answered 
¶ Loved all my life in Cumbernauld. 53 years 

¶ Demolish the building. LǘΩǎ horrible and ugly 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎƴΩǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ǘƻƻΣ ǾŜǊȅ outdated, and dangerous with 
buckets everywhere 

¶ I have used and also worked in the building. 

¶ Grew up in Cumbernauld and lived there for 28 years. 
¶ None 

¶ casual observer who has been inside and visited 

¶ Resident of Cumbernauld - live and work in North Lanarkshire 
¶ Was born and raised in Cumbernauld and used the town centre daily. 

¶ Lived in Cumbernauld most of my life until moving away a few years ago. 

¶ Lived in Cumbernauld all my life, worked in HMRC beside it for 18 years and live 5 km 
walk away in Seafar. 

¶ Grew up in local area, have used the centre throughout my life in various capacities 

¶ Cumbernauld is my hometown. I lived there for nearly forty years. My whole family 
resides there. 

¶ I have both used the facilities and worked there 
¶ I use the facilities/ have previously worked within the building. 

¶ "It is a building that is well Ǉŀǎǘ ƛǘΩǎ ǎŜƭƭ ōȅ ŘŀǘŜΣ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ 
It will become a derelict sore on the horizon of Cumbernauld.  
Cumbernauld has lots of investment in the town and is rapidly expanding. It deserves to 
have new and inventive, more sustainable and modern hub in its place." 

¶ I grew up in Cumbernauld and was there from when the centre was opened to many 
years later. I even played on the building while it was under construction. 

¶ Live in Cumbernauld and avoid the town centre because of the building and facilities. LǘΩǎ 
the worst example of a shopping centre 

¶ All of above and have lived in its shadow all my life. 

¶ Lived in Cumbernauld from 1967 until 2021 
¶ I live in Kilsyth and Cumbernauld is our nearest shopping facility. 

¶ I have worked in been around and used the facilities for over 40 years 
¶ I have lived here all my life and the town centre is a bloody dump I am ashamed to even 

say that is Cumbernauld town centre it's absolutely disgusting and an eye sore to look at 

... There isn't any decent shops for the locals it's all charity shops and half the shops are 
closed its horrible please pull it down and make a town centre for us to be proud of, lots 
of clothes shops just like any other centre in Stirling, east Kilbride big shops 

¶ Have used the facilities and worked in the building. 

¶ Grew up in Cumbernauld, using the Town Centre building constantly 
¶ Have used the building and have investigated proposals to convert parts of the building 

¶ "I work in Cumbernauld college and believe if they demolish town centre  
It is going to affect collage  
Which should not happen.  
I and students and staff do shopping  
There." 



 

¶ "I lived in Cumbernauld for 12 years, working in the town centre for just under 5 years. 
I still have family and friends in the area and regularly shop there, attending the 
opticians there." 

¶ I was raised in Cumbernauld, and I am a regular visitor there, covid allowing. 
¶ Parents live in Cumbernauld 

¶ Have visited as part of an MSc in Architecture and Urban Design 
¶ I have worked and lived in Cumbernauld all my life. I understand in its day it was 

desirable and new. But fast forward to now. It is an eyesore, half of it unused. 

Cumbernauld needs to have a more social environment for people to meet each other. 
The shop choices that are available are poor and especially the old side has seen better 
days. Having covered outdoor space for people to congregate would be wonderful. The 
fact that the majority of people in Cumbernauld leave to go to other nearby towns who 
have high streets and facilities like a cinema speaks volumes. Even the choices of what 
to eat are primitive. I personally take my kids out every weekend and it is never in 

Cumbernauld. Why would I, there is nothing here. We have actually decided to move 
now because there is nothing here for young people. 

¶ Resident 
¶ Property journalist of 20 years' standing, architectural photographer, regular participant 

in planning processes in my home city (Carlisle), former Lanarkshire resident between 

1989 and 2021 
¶ Former resident of Cumbernauld and regular visitor. 

¶ I lived in moodiesburn and moved to Newcastle in 1997. I have a lot of childhood 
memories of the town centre as a child. 

¶ I have not worked inside the building but attended an open day approx. 3 years ago. 
They have been left to deteriorate and go to waste. 

¶ I worked there for 6 years. Live locally and use it regularly for shopping and meeting 
friends for lunch/coffee. 

¶ Local resident 
¶ Have seen the building changing and becoming less and less used as it was initially 

intended. Worked for CDC and enjoyed use of their club for a few years 

¶ "I remember it being built. 
However, it needs to go, absolute eyesore now and an embarrassment to People of 
Cumbernauld." 

¶ I work in Cumbernauld 

¶ I have worked in the building as well as using its services. There wasn't a way to select 
both options. 

¶ I ŘƻƴΩǘ use the facilities however drive and walk by regularly using facilities nearby. I 
have no idea what facilities its overs nor feel I would be interested in using. 

¶ Used and worked in the building 

¶ Used and worked in the centre 

¶ Grew up in Cumbernauld, live the town, hate this eyesore 

¶ Have lived in Cumbernauld my whole life. 

¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld for over 50 years bringing up a family in the town.  The area 
has many attributes including one of the finest parks in Lanarkshire, but the town has 
ǎǳŦŦŜǊŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ άŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ƧǳƴƎƭŜέ ƛƳŀƎŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ 



 

¶ I studied the building as part of the course in architecture I undertook from 1965 to 
1972. At the time it was freshly constructed and felt unfinished as there were extensive 
provisions for it to be expanded. My comments are therefore based on my expectation 
of what might have been achieved as compared to the reality today as seen in the 
photographs. I last visited the centre in the mid 1990's as the director in charge of 

William McWalter and Partners, a practice based in Stirling, although I have lived in 
southern England since 1972. 

¶ architect & environmentalist 

¶ I have been inside both the shopping centre and the penthouse flats. 
¶ Shopped within a couple of times in my 23 years of living here - the layout is awful - no 

shops of any interest inside.  It is dated and unwelcoming.  I know about the history of 
the building; however it is an eyesore. 

¶ "I live in Cumbernauld and have despaired over the years at this ugly brute which is 
restricting development of anything else.  

LǘΩǎ Ŧǳƭƭ ƻŦ ǿŀǎǘŜŘΣ ǳƴǳǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǳƴǳǎŀōƭŜ ǎǇŀŎŜΦ  
¢ƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ ŎǊŜŀǘŜŘ ŀ ŘǳƳǇ ŀƴŘ ǿŜΩǊŜ ƴƻǿ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴ ƛǘΦ  
Please remove it." 

¶ When family moved to Cumbernauld in the 60s used to shop there a lot. 

¶ All of the above! 

¶ Been a resident of Cumbernauld since 1977 when I moved here as a child - the building 
Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƛŎƻƴƛŎ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ōǳƛƭǘΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƴƻǿ ŀƴŘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ 
removed and replaced with something more functional for the residents of 

Cumbernauld. 

¶ Family visits 
¶ I worked in the area 

¶ "Brought up in Cumbernauld since late 70's. 
Still lots of family and friends in the area and I visit twice a week" 

¶ Former resident of many years. 
¶ Local resident 

¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld for over 40yrs, and l have seen Town Centre being built, 
when l moved here Town Centre was merely a 2foot wall. I have used all of the facilities 
at one time or another. Some of facilities l frequented have already been demolished. 

¶ Lived in Cumbernauld for 45 years and used the building frequently 

¶ Resident in Cumbernauld for over 55 years 
¶ I worked in the town centre for 12 years in the 1980s and 90s and have used the 

facilities since 1984 

¶ I have used this building and the services within it since 1970, so I am well aware of its 
original form, amenities and cultural style from its original form in 1970 through each of 
the subsequent phases of development to the present. I also have experience of working 

in the building in the early 1970s when the local council - the Burch of Cumbernauld - 
was based in two separate parts of the town centre structure. 

¶ "I have visited Cumbernauld to visit and see the megastructure last year. I knew there 
was a consultation in place and plans to demolish the building.  
I thought it was important to visit the outside and inside of the building. At the time, I 
took photographs, visited the library, and used the facilities.  
I have a personal interest in post-war architecture." 



 

¶ I am a Professor of Architecture. 
¶ Casual observer/resident but also been inside throughout the years 

¶ Always thought it was the worst building I had ever seen so stopped shopping there! 
¶ I'm someone who avoids it at all costs and travels to either Falkirk or Glasgow for any 

necessary shopping. It's a depressing eyesore. 

¶ I have also worked in shops in the town centre 

¶ As an architect with Cumbernauld Development Corporation, I worked on alterations to 
the building in the 1970s/80s to make it safe and useable. Later, in private practice, my 
company designed the Antonine Centre. I am now retired and have lived in 
Cumbernauld for over forty years. I am happy to contribute further with historical 

background information. 

¶ Our original practice was within the megastructure. 
¶ Work in local area 

¶ I am a resident of Cumbernauld and have been all my life, I also work for the ambulance 
service in Cumbernauld. 

¶ Former Cumbernauld resident who has used the building extensively in the past. 

¶ It is our nearest big town, and we visit regularly 

¶ I watched it being built in the 60s 
¶ I lived in Cumbernauld from 1961 only moving away as an adult but with family 

remaining in the town. 

¶ I have used the facilities - if you can even call them that - and work in the building. 

¶ Being shopper 
¶ As a shopper 

¶ Casual observer who has been inside the building 

¶ I use the building and have worked in it. I have also taught my classes about it. My 
parents were also in the car park underneath the day part of it collapsed years ago. 

¶ Grew up in Cumbernauld.  The town centre always was & remains an eyesore 

¶ I lived in Cumbernauld for 21 years and used the Town Centre on a regular basis 
throughout that time. 

¶ A casual observer who has been inside the building during Door Open Day 

¶ I currently work in the town centre but I'm also a customer. 

¶ "Been in shopping  
Think the building is an eye sore . 
Why would you make this a listed building there is nothing nice about it ." 

¶ I became aware of the building as an architecture student, studying at Strathclyde, 
learning about the new town developments in Scotland and beyond. It was exciting to 
have an example of a brutalist mega-structure close by to go and visit when we were 
studying this period of architecture and the theories around it. 

¶ Used to go shopping there when living in Lenzie 
¶ I use the facilities and I am an estates manager for a neighbouring building. 

¶ Shopping 

¶ "Brought up in Cumbernauld. 
Family tree there back to 1700s 
Mother stays across from town centre" 

¶ "(Several of the tabs above are relevant but it was only possible to click one) 



 

I have done a very large amount of research on the Centre over the years, as a result of 
which, among other things, I have a complete dossier of articles on it in 1960s 

international periodicals, together with a circa 200-page report on its architectural and 
historical significance prepared in 1991, which I would be happy to make available to 
HES if that would be helpful. 
On a personal level I was married in the registry office in the Town Centre in 1985." 

¶ Our centre has been purchased by us and is connected to the town centre. 

¶ no 

¶ Have used Cumbernauld in teaching and research as an example of post-war modernist 
planning 

¶ Use for both personal and business is within the centre 

¶ I work within New College Lanarkshire, Cumbernauld Campus and believe that any 
development should include the College. 

 

 

Q.7 Architectural Interest  
To what extent do you think the Cumbernauld Town Centre is of special 
architectural interest? - Architectural Interest 
 
¶ Strongly agree (259) 

¶ Agree (129) 

¶ Neither agree nor disagree (84) 

¶ Slightly disagree (107) 
¶ Strongly disagree (1567) 

 
To what extent do you think the Cumbernauld Town Centre is of special 

architectural interest? - Please expand your reasons in the box below: 
 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ŎƻƳǇƭŜȄ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭƭȅ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨƳŜƎŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΩ ŎƻƴŎŜǇǘΦ ! 
salient aspect of this typology is the scope for adaptive re-use. 

¶ "It was one of the first UK built megastructures and one of the few remaining. This 
mixed-use community based flexible concept is particularly relevant today and we need 
historic examples as reference. Not to say listing ossifies a building. Refurb first is an 
important architectural mantra and one that should be seriously considered. Flexibility is 
key to reuse. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŦŀǎŎƛƴŀǘƛƴƎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǊŜŘŜŦƛƴƛƴƎΦ Lǘ ǿŀǎ ōǊŀǾŜ ŀƳōƛǘƛƻǳǎ ŀƴŘ ŦŀōǳƭƻǳǎΦ 
¶ It should be saved, and I support the listing as a means to reconsider a viable redesign 

and reuse." 

¶ The town centre is very important as the design is award winning and will never be 
replicated. 

¶ I think that this building has been modified so extensively that it is now of little 
architectural merit or interest. The original modernist ideals that the centre was trying 
to follow were executed very poorly, and the centre has been a blight on the town of 

Cumbernauld, rather than an architectural monument or structure that people interact 
well with. As a result, it has significantly tarnished the town's reputation across the UK 



 

and had a negative impact on the quality of life for people that live in the town and for 
all that use the centre. 

¶ Building was ill-conceived from the outset for Scottish climate and spoils the remainder 
of a truly well-designed New Town 

¶ "There is little reason to keep and maintain a carbuncle other than for some sentimental 
reasons over practical understanding of Obsolescence- practical, physical, functional and 
economic which this building has fully qualified. 

¶ Dreadful architecture not worthy of retention other than in photography of lessons and 
mistakes in building and planning." 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre was quite possibly an architectural triumph of modernist and 
brutalism when built in the 60's, however with the many changes to the megastructure 
over the decades since and the significant dilapidation and alteration of the buildings it 
is now no more than an eyesore to the town.  There is no local or regional traditions 
demonstrated within the buildings themselves and although the architectural details on 
the 'alien' could perhaps be viewed as interesting we would argue that they have been 
catalogued for future generations and being classed as 'interesting' is not enough for the 
inhabitants of Cumbernauld, of whom the majority find the building ugly and not fit for 
purpose (a comment proven by the various titles the building and town centre holds 
from various sources). 

¶ Nothing else like it. 

¶ It is one of the most prominent examples of Scottish brutalism still in use today. It 
represents a very specific time in Scottish architectural history and demonstrates for 
better or worse the downfalls of the new town movement. Buildings like this should be 
protected as they are important historically. 

¶ This was the first part of the New Town to be built. Some may see it as an eyesore, but it 
is the iconic image of Cumbernauld. To me, demolishing this building would the same as 
demolishing Edinburgh Castle. 

¶ As Cumbernauld Town Centre was the first undercover Shopping Centre in the UK. 
(Allowing all future shopping centres to learn from our mistakes) the Building won 
architectural awards when first built. The engineering required to build the building 
means it should continue to be of special architectural interest. 

¶ One of the ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ first mega structures and an example that it is possible to build a 
combined residential, commercial, and educational space, at least as it was originally 
designed. 

¶ It is a great example of Brutalist architecture, of which is rapidly disappearing. 

¶ It is a classic style of architectural importance. Town planners often have scant disregard 
for buildings, only how they can remove what they see as a problem. The existing 
council lack of innovation and design thinking to use the building for modern purposes 
should not be ignored for the bulldozers easy option. Historically in areas such as 

Glasgow they were allowed to erase history and this should not follow suit. Everyone 
knows its style is celebrated across the world as an important part of architectural 
importance. 

¶ The original άvisionέ was remarkable and, if carried through to its logical conclusion, 
could have been visionary, it foundered on lack of funds during construction and 
beyond, the lack of a continuing vision and the truncated state in which it was left. 



 

It deserves to be re-considered and built upon, with the benefit of the requirement for 
clever thinking that Listing will endow on it, not just be flattened for something bland 

and nondescript. 
¶ It's a wonderful piece of architecture the people of Cumbernauld don't understand how 

beautiful it is. It just needs some money spent on maintenance. 

¶ The penthouse section is iconic in the design 

¶ It is one of the few remaining mega structures in the UK. Quite simply, it is unique. There 
is nothing like this and it must not be lost. Many buildings like this are under threat or 
have been demolished. Places like Robin Hood Gardens are seen as architectural 
failures. Cumbernauld TC may have its problems, but it has never been allowed to shine. 
It was never completed. Written off before it was fully grown. And it has been poorly 
maintained and never meaningfully restored. Brutal, modernist buildings with complex 
layouts like this can be successful. Look at the Barbican in London. It is a hugely popular 

and iconic attraction. 

¶ I am only a lay person who was born and raised in Cumbernauld and have often visited 
the shopping centre. Although it looks dated and somewhat shabby inside, the outside 
structure and the concept of the designers of the time was in my humble opinion a 
radical one at the time. I just remember the interior walkways to the shops and the 
decor. The iconic round windows of the penthouses as depicted in the picture is an icon 

of Cumbernauld centre and would like to see that preserved in some way. 

¶ I believe the structure should be kept; however this must involve using it appropriately 
for the community. With good imagination and a decent budget. Make it somewhere 
people want to go. Use it for art, community, live music venues etc. I'd rather tear down 
Tesco to be honest and use the carpark for something other than the depressing sight it 
already is. I'm not sure if this project could be trusted in the hands of a local council. 
Bring in the big guns and make it beautiful. Not just more shops! 

¶ A unique structure from a time long gone, which the haters blame on poor quality of 
shops , not realising online shopping has decimated high street shopping , this building 
needs saved and invested in to bring it up to a better standard 

¶ "This building should be looked at with a nuanced view. Cumbernauld town centre is a 
building that has been developed in phases and had many as-hoc additions to it over the 
years. As a former Cumbernauld resident and practicing architect, it is my belief that the 
original building be preserved AND allowed to adapt to allow for more contemporary 

uses. The original building is iconic however has become a negative icon in the media 
due to poor oversight & vision of more recent town planning, poor maintenance, and 
lack of purpose & imagination by those who currently own the building. As a designer of 

the built environment and a professional who grew up in CumberƴŀǳƭŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ флΩǎ L ŀƳ 
keenly aware of the rhetoric that surrounds the discourse on this building.  Yet having 
visited places such as the Barbican and Brasilia I can see the merit in preserving then 

adapting buildings like this for Modern use. The original town centre building (phase 1) 
should be listed. It is a representative of the vision of this very successful new town.  
There is a need for redevelopment of the centre however historic environment Scotland 
should prevent the future owners or Developer from knocking it down. They should 
instead encourage innovative solutions for redevelopment of an existing building which 
is of its time and is currently not in working order. A 20 Year master plan for 
redevelopment of the centre area of Cumbernauld should be developed which keeps the 
original Building and sees it put to new uses, with different configurations. Perhaps the 



 

removal of the central Highway will go some way to assist this. In the time of a climate 
crisis, it is hard to justify the demolition of a once iconic building due to an acute lack of 

investment by private owners, what kind of message does this send to private 
developers on the future of building stock in this country?" 

¶ It's has been a central part of Cumbernauld since it was created. Although it could do 
with cleaning up. It is still an important piece of our short history. 

¶ The original buildings were definitely architecturally ahead of their time however some 
of the add on buildings around the original building look unsightly e.g., large 
superstores, fast food restaurants etc. 

¶ It is very in keeping with the experimental nature of new towns and is an example of the 
ongoing struggle to find a way to build a focal point of a community built from scratch. 
In fact, it is basically another solution to the Councils current aim of building a mixed use 
'hub' in the centre of the town. 

¶ LǘΩǎ .ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƛƴŘƻƻǊ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ Ƴŀƭƭ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƭŜŦǘ ǘƻ ŘŜǘŜǊƛƻǊŀǘŜ 

¶ The centre was designed exactly as that, a centre with mixed use for local residents. LǘΩǎ 
unlike any other shopping centre because it was never designed to be just that. Most 
people see it only as a competitor to other privately owned malls, but our change in 
shopping habits place those at even greater risk. 

¶ "Don't really know enough to comment. That said I grew up in Cumbernauld opposite 
the town centre. For me part of the centre should remain as part of the ǘƻǿƴΩǎ history" 

¶ The actual original town centre is beautiful. The problem is all the ludicrous boxes 
ȅƻǳΩǾŜ ōǳƛƭǘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ƛǘ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ decades and the way in which the main building has been 
left to rot. 

¶ ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ƛǘΩǎ ƛƴ ŦŀǎƘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǎŀȅ ƛǘ ƭƻƻƪǎ rubbish, I believe that the worldwide cultural 
importance of Cumbernauld architecturally is something that should be celebrated. I 

believe restoring ƛǘ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ слΩǎ ƎƭƻǊȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ 
ŎƻƳŜΦ ²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǊƻŀŘ ǘƻ Ƴŀƴȅ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘǎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ b/рлл ǿƘȅ ŎŀƴΩǘ ǿŜ ƳŀƪŜ 
ourselves a must-see pit stop on the way? If we want to do this, we need to celebrate 
that which makes Cumbernauld unique- we are a town build on a singular architectural 
vision that alone is fascinating to see realised. I believe the future residents of 
Cumbernauld would massively miss out if we do not both save and celebrate an integral 
part of our ǘƻǿƴΩǎ history. Furthermore, I believe an effort should be made to restore it 
to the original plans - so that it may be preserved for future generations. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΦ Lǘ Ƴŀȅ ǿŜƭƭ ōŜ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ŀƴŘ ŀ ōƛǘ ƻŦ 
it should at least be preserved. 

¶ It is an outstanding brutalist building, an example of a dream for the future, from the 
50s/ 60s. Shopping undercover. Statuesque at the top of the hill can be seen for miles, it 
is home. The mismanagement of facilities - the main issue! - must not be confused with 
this piece of Art. 

¶ Pioneering urban experiment resulting in a unique brutalist Megastructure that is of 
significant architectural and historic interest and must be preserved. 

¶ This is an iconic building, instantly recognisable to aƴȅƻƴŜ ǿƘƻ ƪƴƻǿǎ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΦ LǘΩǎ 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ Ψ9ƛŦŦŜƭ ¢ƻǿŜǊΩ ƻƴƭȅ ǎƳŀƭƭŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŜŀǎƛŜǊ ǘƻ ŎƭƛƳō 

¶ One of a very few examples of its kind 

¶ "It is famous/infamous. It marks, in no uncertain terms, the continuation of the post-war 
ideas of decent social housing and services. It was ambitious and controversial. Still is." 



 

¶ Cumbernauld was the most ambitious and experimental of the post-war new towns. The 
Town Centre was at the heart of that vision - all roads led here. While the building has 
been left to rot it is an architecturally and socially important part of Scotland's post-war 
history. It represents an era of ambition and vision that was unique. It was the first 
covered mall in Britain. 

¶ First indoor multilevel shopping centre. 

¶ The original construction and design of the Town Centre were right for the time - the 
penthouses, library, town hall and offices and central shopping areas were a real hub for 
the town.  While the Woolco building was very popular, it was everything from that 
building onwards that has been done with no design appeal apart from building as 
cheaply as possible.  These buildings are of no merit at all, the original buildings are 
obscured and even blocked off.  The original buildings should be listed. 

¶ The building, while relatively hideous in its current state, is one of the finest examples of 
Brutalist Architecture ever constructed. Designers had free reign to explore all 
possibilities. Over the past 30 years the building has been altered to suit the town and as 
a result neglecting the aesthetic of the building itself. This in my view is one of the 
reasons why people have come to hate it. I would much rather see money spent on 
reverting the building to its former glory than to see it demolished and replaced with 
ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǎƘƻŜōƻȄΩŜǎǉǳŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ 9ȄŀƳǇƭŜ ŀƴŘ ŀǇǇǊƻŀŎƘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŦǊƻƳ [ƻƴŘƻƴΩǎ 

Brutalist makeovers to buildings such as Euston. 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre is a great example of brutalist architecture and as a town 
centre represents an important period within Scotland both architecturally and socially. 

¶ "It is unique in its scale and ambition, not only in its provision but as a response to a new 
town plan.  The intended range of provision, the comfort of indoor shopping/services 
and the flexibility were all new.  Finishes were robust but interesting, with natural light 
as well as the artificial light preferred by shops, with fine finishes for banks and a 
landmark in St Enoch's Clock.  I thought that the surviving parts looked and worked 

better than they had for many years when I last visited early this year, but I worried 
what had happened to the clock. I also think the way the end bit sticks out on thin pilotis 
is genuinely beautiful - and the whole thing is remarkably elegant for such a big building.  

Though who thought painting it blue was a good idea?" 
¶ I know it part of a visit done with Architecture students it also was the first indoor 

shopping center in the UK 

¶ In its time it was unique as a multi-use megastructure. 

¶ It is a one off example of 20th century modernist brutalist architecture, there is no other 
example of this kind of ambitious mega structure and to demolish it would be a loss to 
the history of modern architecture 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǇǊƛƳŜ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ōǊǳǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜΣ ŜŘǳŎŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘƳŜƴǘǎ ƘŀǾŜ ǘaken 
literal field trips from all over the country (and further!) to visit it for educational 
(architectural learning) purposes! 

¶ "The building is quite clearly of special architectural interest given its position as 'the 
first of its kind' as a multi-purpose, multi-functional, covered town centre in the world. 

While the concept in its entirety may not have been replicated, Scotland and the UK has 
developed many enclosed shopping malls such as the Thistle Centre, Buchanan Galleries 
etc. utilising in various forms the use of multi-level retail accessed via ramp walkways, 
lifts and escalators together with enclosed car parking to provide a warm, dry shopper 
experience exhibited in this first model experience. 



 

The structure itself has been viewed and visited by professional, academic and student 
architects and town planners as a learning tool and experience for decades. It is easy to 

malign the structure as a result of being a structure of its time, but who would build a 
residence or military structure today with the format, layout, materials, narrow corridors 
and staircases of Edinburgh or Stirling Castle?  History and historical significance arise 
and exists in the continuous moments of time. Its existence for 60 years compared to 
other structures of 600 years should not be an issue. 
The Innovative use of materials as part of the Brutalist-Modernist Post-War architecture 
is well documented. Cumbernauld Town Centre, albeit currently showing some arguably 
poor management and maintenance choices, makes bold statement with the 'stilt-
supported' platform of what was originally residential accommodation. The Innovative 
use of glazed areas providing light among corridors and walkways. The use of networks 
of ramps, lifts, and escalators - some of which may not accord with modern design 
provisions, but then that can be said of any older structures - provide features of 
interest. The inter-connection of functional features where pedestrian and vehicle 
access occur on various levels, as do (did) the various functions of structure exist; giving 

an organic feel to access areas, civil, civic & business offices, retail, social activities, 
public administration and all that these pertain in a single body of life activities. 
Its significance has been heralded by awards good and bad. While the more recent 

negative awards are oft quoted, the purpose of those awards could be questioned, 
particularly as a means to promote attention for self-purposes; however, the 
conversation and enquiry revived and received by them demonstrates the impact of the 

design visually, physically, functionally and socially which in itself merits the benefit of 
protection via listing to allow it's continued existence and create potential sympathetic 
re-use and improved purposeful functionality." 

¶ "The building did win an architectural award upon completion, and it cannot be argued 
that it has become an icon of the town. At the least, the elevated section with the long 
rectangular block should be preserved as a town symbol even if the rest of the centre is 

redeveloped, which it does need.  
It would help make Cumbernauld town centre recognisable instantly and give it a unique 
link to a huge period in local history going into the future. Save that bit and I'm happy 
enough." 

¶ "The whole of the original town centre was a futuristic installation at the time and the 
fact it exists is testament to architects and planners taking a bold step forward. 
It is interesting, has beautiful shapes and twists and turns not like the usual box of 
shopping centres" 

¶ LΩƳ ƴƻǘ ǎǳǊŜ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ƛǘ ƛǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘΦ L ƪƴƻǿ ƛǘ ƭƻƻƪǎ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǊǘȅ 
and needs modernising 

¶ "A 1960s building which has lasted the years and still occupied and used from the library 
on the top to the carparks on the ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŦƭƻƻǊΗ LǘΩǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŎΗ  
Bus stops taking you North as far as Inverness and buses South to London and beyond! 
! ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙƛǎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǾƛƭƛŦƛŜŘ ǿǊƻƴƎƭȅ ŀǎ ƛǘΩǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ ƻǇŜǊŀǘƛƴƎ ŀǎ ŀ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ŀƴŘ 

hub for the new town! 
²ƘŀǘΩǎ the alternative- demolish it and build a nondescript shopping mall- like every 
other large town and out of city shopping location! 
ά²ƘŀǘΩǎ ƛǘ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ- /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘέ ǊŜƴƻǿƴŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǘŎƘǇƘǊŀǎŜ ŀƴŘ ƻǳǊ ŘƻŘƎȅ ǘƻǿƴ 
centre- keep it as it is!" 



 

¶ Great example of modern design of the era having won awards and how developers 
envisioned new towns of the 70s 

¶ "Although I understand that some of the building needs work, parts of the building 
(specifically the penthouses area) are iconic within the architectural world.  
This building represented a new way of providing facilities instead of the traditional 
town centre style.  
The building features interesting architectural styles which may not be considered 
traditionally beautiful but are unique and identifying.  
What makes it an interesting piece of architecture is that it's unique and controversial." 

¶ Iconic building that stirs up good memories for many, could also be used as a backdrop 
for a science fiction movie, like a 1970's or 80's one, right through to a dystopian one set 
in the year 2050. The nostalgic vibes here are off the scale. I never want to see it 
demolished. 

¶ It was an innovative attempt to combine multi use in a single building and reflects the 
nature of architecture of the time. It is also a unique structure. 

¶ The design of the portholes section is widely regarded as a foremost example of 
brutalism and attracts architecture visitors from far afield. 

¶ It looks ugly from the outside but from the inside it is a Labyrinth. I think the old 
shopping centre with the rooftop carpark is unnecessary but the part shown in the 
photos here should be preserved and celebrated somehow. There is so much to explore 
in this old and original area of the town centre. 

¶ There's no other building like it. It should be restored to what it was. Ramps and all. 

¶ Cumbernauld is a failed new town never reaching its expected population.  The Town 
Centre is evidence of this failing, which makes it incredibly interesting and needs to be 
preserved to understand the planners thinking at the time and its innovative design 

approach. Just because we don't like it now, doesn't mean it shouldn't be preserved for 
future. 

¶ world leading class of integrated concrete town centre. no other city on earth has such a 
building complex 

¶ Better than flimsy shopping centres popping up leaking everywhere 

¶ A prime example of a specific period in architecture and town planning. 

¶ It's a unique example in Scotland of a 1960's megastructure; it featured in Reyner 
Banham's definitive book "Megastructure"; and won many awards at the time it was 
completed.  Although it's been altered since completion, given the demolition of other 
buildings from that era, eg. the work of Owen Luder, it's important in a British context as 
well as a Scottish context and arguably has international significance too eg. recognition 
by DoCoMoMo. 

¶ Too many buildings from this era are being demolished because they are seen as 
worthless. We need to start preserving some of them. 

¶ In its original form it represents a key moment in architectural design. However 
subsequent changes to the building have significantly damaged its essential design. Also 
it is accepted that its original functions are no longer suitable so very substantial 
changes are needed to the structure to make it suitable for a current use pattern. Given 
that the structure of the building itself is substantial and demolition would create a 
considerable and unnecessary use of CO2. The building should be pared back to its 
original form as designed and internally repurposed to meet future use requirements. 



 

How such substantial change but retention would be accommodated by listing is a 
question that need consideration 

¶ I think must people are of the opinion it should be demolished. As a fan of Brutalist 
architecture, I feel like something should be done to preserve the parts which remain. 

¶ It is unique and should be returned to original 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre is of worldwide architectural significance.  It is a unique 
structure representing a moment in architectural history.  This is both in terms of its 
place as part of the ambitious New Town itself and the Centre.  The sculptural nature of 
the building is best experienced from within, with some incredible circulation spaces.  
The materiality is heroic in places, with the signature cantilevered bar at the top of the 
structure.  Compositionally, the megastructure has as much in common with Japanese 
Metabolism as the oft-cited Brutalism, and the combination of programmes within the 
structure makes for a singular piece of Scottish architecture. Its experimental nature was 

successful for many decades, but in recent decades it has been neglected and poorly 
maintained. 

¶ "It once was an amazing piece of brutalist architecture, but the failed attempt at trying 
to jump on the bandwagon of modernisation has left the Cumbernauld town centre 
looking disgusting" 

¶ It is a unique structure, an all-in-one purposed building housing shops, offices, public 
services and community resources. The architecture has few, if any, equivalences 
anywhere else, not just in Scotland, but globally. It is multi-level and in several 

άǎŜŎǘƛƻƴǎέΣ ŜŀŎƘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƻǿƴ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊΣ ōǳǘ ŀƭƭ ƧƻƛƴŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƎǊŜŀǘŜǊ ǿƘƻƭŜΦ ¢ƘŜ 
architecture is rooted in 1960s so-called brutalism and stands out as a singular champion 
of that style that still functions on a day to day basis. 

¶ "Architecturally, I feel like the building is of special historic interest as it documents the 
brutalist movement in the UK ( a movement with a seemingly ever-depleting legacy). 
Additionally, the architects sought a novel approach to integrating civic, leisure and 

commercial functions within the building. The building has a sense of permanence and 
purpose that is sorely lacking in the metal shopping hangars that seem to pepper 
Scotland's towns and cities with stultifying conformity.  

The original glass/steel fronted and hardwood fitted shop units with open staircases 
were stunning. (Originally McLeans chemist, the electricity board, post office, variety 
florist, Halfords, Scan, RBS etc) If these could be faithfully restored, this could also offer 
a pretty bespoke and desirable shopping experience, given the current need/trend to 
create 'destination' shopping experiences.  
Whilst successive and current managers/owners of the centre have continually eroded 
and reduced its functions, there are still spaces that evoke enjoyable and novel 
experiences, as shopping centres go. Notably, the access ramps that lead to the library 
at either approach to the building, with vaulted ceilings and good examples of 
brutalist/modernist accents such as the studded rubber flooring and board-marked 
concrete.  
As a child, the building was particularly welcoming and a fun place to be, on account of 
the labyrinth of paths, stairs, ramps, and walkways to explore. The building seemed to 
invite children to play and climb (notably on the seating/planters that sprouted 
throughout the building) I understand that health and safety legislation may have 
changed that aspect of the building, but I do feel that the architecture of the building 
was particularly inclusive of children. The favourite place for most of us was at the 



 

intersection of phase one and two, to race ahead on the ramps and try to scare your 
parents by jumping out from behind corners or recessed spaces in the walls at ground 

level!" 
¶ People travel from around the world to see the building 

¶ "As an example of Brutalism, it is a significant building. Were the fabric (and quality) of 
the build addressed -i.e. that the building was assiduously upgraded and maintained, 
then we would have an iconic functional heart to the Town Centre." 

¶ First covered multipurpose purpose-built town centre in the World? Europe anyway 

¶ "The unique design in the 60s was groundbreaking and has been a landmark since then. 
The design was synonymous with Cumbernauld, and it gave a unique shopping 
experience. Keeping cars and pedestrians apart it kept the shopping a dry one." 

¶ "The building is unique in Scotland and characteristic of the new town era of the 60s. 
Good for future generations to see this." 

¶ the complex has architectural and technological value that has European significance 

¶ The building is unique and should be considered a key part of the heritage of both 
Cumbernauld new town and post war Scotland. 

¶ A unique example of an integrated 'town centre' with parking, retail, entertainment and 
residential facilities. 

¶ It is a classic and unique example of cold-war era brutalist Scottish new-town 
architecture. To even consider knocking it down shows a disregard for our heritage and 
national history. I imagine the idea is to replace it with something bland, practical and 
cheap, like every other shopping centre in every other neglected UK town. 

¶ It is a unique artefact of post war town planning and the dreams and aspirations of the 
1960s and must be preserved despite the unsympathetic subsequent alterations. There 
is nothing else like it. 

¶ It was ground breaking in its day as the first indoor shopping centre with other facilities 
all under the same roof.  The Brutalist architecture is of the period and a good example 
of its type.  Love it or hate it there is no doubt that it is unique and a source of fierce 
debate about its merits and its pitfalls.  To replace it with something bland and box like 
would be such a missed opportunity to radically reinvent what remains of an 
architecturally very important building. 

¶ On my first visit to the building, I was blown away but how unique, strong, and visionary 
it is.  It is one of a kind and the Brutalist architecture should be recognised. I am in 
favour of renovation of the existing building rather than replacing it. 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ǎǘǊƻƴƎƭȅ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ƻŦ its type. 
It could be saved, refurbished and incorporated into a new scheme, to make it less 
isolated, as was originally intended." 

¶ It's unique and represents the time and vision of when it was designed even though it 
has went through major alterations since. 

¶ As you previously said, the Cumbernauld town centre was recognised as being an 
excellent example of innovative architecture when initially built in the 1960's. 

¶ Brutalist architecture was an experiment and for me it works 
¶ The main town centre building, ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƛŎƻƴƛŎ άǎƘƛǇ ƻƴ ǎǘƛƭǘǎέ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘǎ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ 

attempts to build an indoor shopping centre in the UK. It represents a theory of urban 

development popular in the 50s and 60s, a utopian design vision of a town of 
neighbourhoods all centred around a town centre building housing all necessary 



 

amenities. It is a brilliant example of 1960s brutalist architecture. It absolutely requires 
love and attention, and the area around it deserves development, but the original 

building itself deserves to stay. 
¶ The concept was unique. Alas it was not followed through to its final conception. I am 

led to understand for financial reasons. There may have been others, it was quite 

futuristic in its concept. I believe there were plans to have tower blocks at the north and 
south ends to act as weather shields from the wild weather extremes we experience on 
this hilltop location. All the facilities were to be on an upper level to continue the theme 

of segregating pedestrians from traffic as the road system was designed to do. Even in 
its incomplete state, it has attracted architects from all over the world. 

¶ Cumbernauld is a unique example of the ambitious architectural and city planning 
projects of the New Towns movement. LǘΩǎ a unique take in city planning and think it 
should become listed to reflect this status. The building is unlike any other in the UK and 
a historic example of different ways to build town centres. Particularly its interesting 
have a town centre be walkable any alternatives to cars are great. 

¶ A unique building showing the vision that the planners had for Cumbernauld a modern 
town and a show piece for the world 

¶ Significant piece of post-war architecture, internationally recognised as such at the time 
and despite neglect and mismanagement still offering a latent potential for redevelop 

that recognises a zero-carbon future. This sleeping giant has a lot to offer. 

¶ It's one of a kind and makes Cumberland what it is, especially the penthouse. 
¶ I believe the Cumbernauld Centre was the location for the first outdoor escalators in the 

UK, if not Europe. Other shopping centres followed Cumbernauld, globally. Where it 
fails, it is because it has been failed. 

¶ Unique design and the wonderful way you can drive through the centre and park either 
side. The inventive ship like design is good and should be updated not destroyed 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǘƘƛƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ ƻƴ ǎǘƛƭǘǎΣ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ ǇŜƴǘƘƻǳǎŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ 
renovated. The rest is a shambles and needs removed. 

¶ The building of the town centre to resemble a ship in dry Dock is lost in the debate of is 
it an eyesore or just badly designed. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǎƘƛǘ ƘƻƭŜ ǎƳŜƭƭ ƻŦ Ǉƛǎǎ 

¶ "I feel that this Building yes may not look how it did when it was first built but it is 
unique in its own way.  
For example, this town centre was the new modern way of building people had never 
seen concrete being used in such a way. Even today Cumbernauld still stands strong 
against the battles of time and change. The history is rich it was opened by Queen 

Elizabeth herself and even she was impressed. countless people all over the country 
have heard about Cumbernauld and when they imagine Cumbernauld, they think of the 
ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ penthouses. I feel people of the younger generation just see 

a an old, abandoned ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ōǳǘ LΩƳ нн ŀƴŘ L see a building that is just amazing and in 
the name of history and preservation it should be protected." 

¶ Surely the structure deserves to be credited for being built of a more environmentally 
friendly material and a natural candidate for saving. 

¶ The top level "train carriage" style extension is, in my mind, iconic of the era and could, 
should, be incorporated in any modern reconstruction. Part of it could be used as a 
museum telling the continuing story of Cumbernauld. 



 

¶ Despite being much maligned by in the past, the town centre megastructure is of 
international interest.  To not recognise its architectural importance, specifically in 
urban planning and mixed use developments, is a mistake and will be seen as 
responding to a moment in time, now passed, when the public did not appreciate its 
vision and considered it acceptable to demolish buildings.  I believe that based on 

examples such as Trellick Tower and the Barbican it should be listed as it is Scotland's 
contribution to an era of optimism; an important time in our architectural and 
community history which we should not obliterate. 

¶ I feel like the town centre is a famous landmark. It was built for a specific reason and has 
been allowed to fall into disrepair over the years by the owners. I feel that the main part 

of the town centre should be kept and repaired, and the new hub should be built around 
the existing building. I have lived in Cumbernauld for 40 years and the centre has always 
been a talking point. It's also important to protect the architecture of the original new 
town central hub. 

¶ I think that even though it's 'ugly' by traditional standards, it was very much ahead of its 
time in the 1950s and is very much a part of what architecture was then. So, ƛǘΩǎ literally 

zeitgeist. An exact version of what was being built in that period in history. Therefore, it 
should be kept and protected. So, it is 'heritage' although most people seem to think 
that that word means 1500s 

¶ although some parts of the structure are gone now, are in disrepair and/or are closed 
off, I'm old enough to remember it as popular place to go. I have also worked there, and 
I think the College "space invader" Building and the elevated part which were originally 

penthouses are different enough to merit keeping. Part of the benefit of the centre was 
being able to get about without being soaked by the rain 

¶ The design shows how the designers envisaged modern living in the 1950s when 
building a new town from scratch. 

¶ The design and layout of Cumbernauld as a new town was very new and trying to be 
innovative at the time, with the town centre at the heart of the town. Externally, the 
town centre is a great example of brutalist architecture. 

¶ Part of our history of the new town. I am born and bred in north carbrain 

¶ The building is a unique and likely irreplaceable example of the megastructure concept. 
Whilst its design is divisive it undeniably has presence both physically and in the public 
imagination and is undoubtedly of special architectural interest. 

¶ "I think the Town Centre along with other public buildings in the original town plan were 
conceived in a period of immense optimism  
Yes, there have been compromises over the years - the location of the new town - loss 
of the original green scape etc" 

¶ It is unique and at least part of it should be saved. 

¶ "I believe it is of special architectural interest because of how unique the structure is, 
and how of its time it has been.  It was a unique and innovative, supremely ambitious, 
design which was meant to and I think did meet the needs of a bold and ambitious 
solution to the needs of Glasgow's people at the time.  It is instantly recognisable, all 

over the world.  It was originally designed with reference to the hilltop villages of Italy, 
and as such could be regarded as a unique 'folly' within Scotland. I believe it was the first 
covered town centre (for shopping and municipal use) structure in the world.   
The structure itself embodies a burst of innovation and progressive architecture that 
sadly may never be possible in Scotland again.  The innovative, 'of-its-zeitgeist' 



 

architecture of the town centre has had a particular, peculiar psychological impact on its 
inhabitants. 

It is still very much a usable building in itself, it is a testimony to its success as a 
functional piece of architecture.  I would love to see the original megastructure retained 
and supported and acknowledged for the brave, audacious and optimistic endeavour it 
was." 

¶ "Where else has a large indoor megastructure town centre? 
It is a bit aged but it's like nowhere else and is part of the main reason many moved to 

Cumbernauld" 

¶ It needs to be preserved, it's one of the most interesting pieces of architecture in 
Cumbernauld 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre was conceived as an ambitious and radical re-thinking of the 
idea of a town centre. Unlike the earlier 'mark 1' new towns, such as East Kilbride, where 

the town centre was essentially traditional in comprising buildings on the ground (with, 
perhaps, the innovation of a pedestrian precinct), the idea at Cumbernauld was to 
imagine afresh what a town centre should be in the 1960s, reflecting the growth of car 

ownership and increasing affluence and leisure. The design team, led by Geoffrey 
Copcutt and including many talented, committed individuals, created a structure 
intended to contain all the functions of a town centre, and - importantly - conceived to 
be flexible. Functions were tightly woven together; pedestrians were separated from 

traffic. The innovation which the centre represented achieved it international 
recognition and acclaim. Copcutt imagined a future where shops might become 
redundant, and suggested that, in those circumstances, the centre could be repurposed 
as a giant 'vending machine' for the 'motorised user' - almost 'click and collect'. All this 
means that the core interest of the structure is in the fundamental structure and its 
ordering principles, rather than the accretions of subsequent decades. 

¶ It was the first purpose built indoor shopping centre in Scotland. It is an excellent 
example of brutalised architecture in central Scotland 

¶ A first example of a completely enclosed shopping, leisure, and office structure. 

¶ It was a revolutionary design in its day and we used to have bus loads of Japanese and 
other tourists coming to see it.  I believe it is of historical importance. 

¶ It's been badly run and maintained but was a wonderful thing when it was built. 

¶ It is a great example of brutalised architecture, we have very little of that in Scotland. I 
agree it does not work as it is used currently but feel it could be repurposed into 
something unique. I am talking about just the main old town centre...demolish phase 4 
and the rest 

¶ "First of its kind and an amazing place in its day for the community. And at a time like 
this community is needed!" 

¶ Unique example of a megastructure in Scotland. 

¶ Pioneering design, major example of UK brutalism, post war 'utopia', new thinking/new 
ideas, marks a major transition point in UK architecture 

¶ It is a world leading example of new town architecture. I have been including it in my 
history and theory lectures for many years due to its importance. 

¶ This is an iconic building of its time and should have been allowed to develop as 
intended by the Architect, Planners, and the CDC. It would have been a much more 
impressive structure had commercial constraints and the contrary needs of 
supermarkets etc. not prevailed in changing the original concept. 



 

¶ This was an area giving access to social housing, offices, shops, and offices. It was a first 
in building town centres to play an integral part of life in a new town 

¶ I watched the complex develop over the 1970 and 80s - irrespective of what you think 
about either the design or subsequent planning around the building it is clearly part of 
our shared heritage of local, regional and national importance. 

¶ My family lived in Cumbernauld for all my formative years and I used the Town Centre 
pretty much daily or weekly at the least. Although I left Cumbernauld to go to Uni and 
then moved south after graduation for work, I had a continued interest in the place 
which I had so enjoyed. Even though my parents are now dead, I had introduced my son, 
who is interested in architecture, to the old parts of the Town Centre, over several visits. 
We also found photos of particular now-gone aspects of it online and discussed those. 
He absolutely loves the Town Centre and he agrees with me that it is well worth 
retaining and even restoring, where possible. (The same is true for Brian Millars' 

artworks and the abstract sculptures which gave the Cumbernauld children such joy and 
for the Cottage Theatre which hosted many great performers bringing art and theatre to 
the community over the decades). The original vision of the Town centre is magnificent - 

it's faults should not be confused with the abysmal soulless boxes which constitute the 
Antonine Centre. The lack of maintenance and repair North Lanark council has imposed 
upon the Town Centre and Cumbernauld as a whole, should not be allowed to sully the  
assessment of the architectural merits of the Town Centre. In Europe it would be feted, 

not destroyed, whether by neglect or the bulldozer. Please prize what is of obvious 
architectural and historical value to Cumbernauld and the wider world. It is iconic and 
without it Cumbernauld will have nothing to distinguish it from dullsville. 

¶ "I think what is left of it should be preserved and regenerated for historical and leisure 
interest new hub should be nearer the railway station to suit commuters 

It is iconic to the era it was built and was visionary in that it accommodated living, 
leisure, and business. sadly, not very successfully." 

¶ The first all enclosed shopping centre in the United Kingdom. A truly unique example of 
what brutalist architecture can achieve as it was constructed on a blank canvas. One of 
the only examples of a 'megastructure' designed to encompass all facilities required for 
a town of its size. 

¶ If it can be used properly then do so, but - it can't lie empty. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀ άƳŜƎŀ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜέ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ƭŜŀŘŜǊ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ 
built. It is a concept which has only failed because it has not been properly managed and 
maintained. It still has fantastic potential given that it is such a powerful structure with 
many years of life ahead of it. 

¶ As a concept it was important in its time and is a monument to the folly of architects and 
designers 

¶ It is fully in tune with the period in which it was constructed 

¶ The building is of its time and is architecturally unique within the area. 
¶ A historic part of the past 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre is a pioneering building and a trailblazer, both in brutalist 
architecture in the UK and in integrated shopping and leisure facilities. The Town Centre 
was conceived of and built with ambition and flair that is it seen anymore, especially in 
ΨƛƴǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘΩ ǘƻǿƴ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ƘƻƳƻƎŜƴƻǳǎ ǇǊƻǇƻǎŜŘ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜƳŜƴǘ ƛǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ŜǾƛŘŜƴŎŜ 

of this. 



 

¶ This is a unique building which is an example of architecture from a particular time 
which should be treasured, enhanced, and maintained. 

¶ An important part of /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ history and of that of new towns in general 

¶ The building is an important example of Brutalism and the Post-war New Town 
developments of the 1950s and 60s in Scotland. 

¶ It is an iconic building ǘƘŀǘΩǎ just been mismanaged and with the right owner and 
investment the building could easily be modernised inside and completely refurbished 
without having to destroy the building and would also be much cheaper 

¶ My reasons are that although this building ŘƛǾƛŘŜΩǎ opinion it is part of the history of our 
Built Environment and as such should be preserved to provide a reference point in 
relation to the new town developments and the forward-looking aesthetics of that time. 

¶ It is one of the few brutality buildings in the greater Glasgow area many have been 
demolished because they don't look pretty. I think we need to look beyond that and 

recognise the building IS Cumbernauld.  It was a centre piont at the beginning and the 
decay had been caused by a lack of interest and investment in the repair and upkeep. 

¶ This kind of architecture should be restored and celebrated! 

¶ Beautiful brutality 

¶ Visionary, iconic, once beautiful, aspirational. Unique to Cumbernauld and so connected 
to the past - as experienced by early pioneers of the new town. 

¶ The brutalist architecture is a piece of art from its time. We should not just sweep these 
types of buildings away from our history of development and architectural form. 

¶ It was ahead of its time. Pirelli rubber flooring and shuttering used to form patterns in 
concrete. 

¶ A lot of brutalist buildings have been lost and it would be a shame to see another one 
go. I think with the right investment the building can once again meet the areas needs. 
Given that the town is a new town the rest of the area matches the age and therefore 
the architectural influences of the site and a new building would look out of place. 

¶ Born and bred in Cumbernauld it's part of our history would just like to see more shops 
and it modern used not demolished 

¶ It was a groundbreaking ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ƛǘΩǎ ŘŀȅΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƴƻǘ Ƴŀƴȅ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƭƛƪŜ ƛǘΦ 

¶ I think the town centre could be regenerated and surrounding area developed to 
support the design and structure. At the moment it mainly feels neglected and the 
original plans for the town were never followed through so naturally the area feels 
depressed. I think regenerating the space could be exciting as it is an original building 
and if cared for it could be a place people want to visit. 

¶ The buildings are part of Scotland's history, and a tribute to the vision and commitment 
of the planning authorities in those days to better the lives of people living in the 
atrocious conditions of the Glasgow slums. They symbolise a time of hope and 
confidence in the future, so lacking in today's cynical, superficial world. Making the 
buildings part of any future development would maintain a link with the past, while 
benefitting the environment by avoiding the damaging impact of demolition, which is 

increasingly being recognised as a significant contributor to climate change. 
¶ It was a milestone of architectural design. A lot of so-called brutalist buildings no longer 

exist. 

¶ The structure is the only notable landmark Cumbernauld has. It is a symbol of the town 
and is what makes our town unique. 



 

¶ It's a piece of history, we wouldn't treat other historical landmarks this way would we? 
¶ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ Ƴŀȅ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ǘƻ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜΩǎ ǘŀǎǘŜΣ ƛǘ is unique and iconic to the town 

of Cumbernauld. 

¶ Yes the building is of special architectural interest both in Scotland and nationally. The 
building is a rare example of Brutalisim in Scotland and stands as a record of ambitious 
architectural design and theory of the time. The building has been closely studied by 
architects and student and it has even appeared as the subject of exhibitions on a global 
stage such as the Venice Architectural Biennale. 

¶ I think that sixties buildings should be protected, just, like buildings from other eras.  You 
are fortunate in Scotland being in the lucrative position that you have such a large 
expanse of sixties buildings in this instance. Being from Liverpool, I appreciate how 
buildings from that era should be preserved.  I know that in Lime Street Liverpool one of 
the sixties office blocks was demolished.  Please can you merge these buildings, perhaps 
in glass, to help the people of Scotland to celebrate the contribution of architecture. 
Please use this architecture to contribute to maybe shops, housing or private property 
and help yourselves to celebrate Scottish architecture throughout the world! 

¶ It is a striking example of brutalist architecture, too many of which have been 
demolished. We must preserve these buildings as they mark a period in history & 
ŀƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ΨǎǘȅƭŜΩ ƛǎ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ŦŀǾƻǳǊ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀǇǇǊŜŎƛŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ 
decades to come. 

¶ It is clearly of architectural interest. There is a body of evidence going back to when it 
was first constructed that indicates it has unique features. Also, ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ƛǘ ƛǎ άƭƻǾŜ ƻǊ 
ƘŀǘŜέΣ ƛǘ ǇǊƻǾƻƪŜǎ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ ŜƳƻǘƛƻƴŀƭ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎ ƛƴ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΦ 

¶ An early and unique example of integrated town centre development with strong 
architectural characteristics, suffering from many defects and heavily altered but still 
having much of the character of the original building. 

¶ It was the first multi-level multi-usage linear centre in the country and probably the 
world. It is a pity that the original concept was compromised by later unsympathetic 
additions. 

¶ It is the only multi-usage multi-level linear new town centre in the UK and probably the 
world. 

¶ I know many folks think it is a bit of an eyesore but I understand others are interested in 
it as an example of brutalist architecture. 

¶ I believe that the Cumbernauld College building is a category B listed building and the 
town centre building is so unique that it too should have a protected status.  While I 
agree that numerous mistakes have been made in its maintenance and neglect is 

obvious (having taken a tour around it's many phases again recently), much like similar 
buildings of its design, it can be nurtured and developed back into a landmark.  The 
awful blue paint job, the hiding of the St Enoch Clock and the lack of care in the building 

will likely remain an issue in any new build, so why not save such a special design and 
evolve it into something to be proud of? 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre is of special architectural significance because it is one of the 
few examples of a megastructure in Scotland, indeed, in the UK. It is one of the few and 
best expressions of post-war optimism and design ambition, which attempts to integrate 
into one elaborate and rational design, multiple functions including residential, retail, 

leisure, and civic institutions. It is not a pretty building. Its perceived shortcomings are 



 

not due to design and vision, but to firstly a failure to complete the project as designed 
and secondly to maintain what was built. 

¶ It is unquestionably the most pioneering of the UK's new towns, representing ideas of 
social advancement of international significance, unlikely to ever be repeated. It is 
arguably the most complete and earliest constructed example of the globally significant 

megastructure movement. 

¶ It might not look pretty but it is what it is and is modern architecture like it or not 
¶ "It was the first (or early) indoor shopping mall built in Great Britain. 

A big advantage of the existing building is that the facilities are indoors, which provides 
shelter from the wind and rain due to being sited on the hilltop." 

¶ This building is a fantastic example of Brutalist architecture that is recognized 
worldwide. Cumbernauld is known for being a boring "new town" with not much to 
offer. Our green spaces and diverse range of housing should be celebrated. This in my 
view is ƛǘΩǎ not so hidden gem. It is a wonderful sight that can be seen from all over 
Cumbernauld, and I have viewed it from all angles my whole life.  I have lived in 
Cumbernauld for 47 years and absolutely love it.  Demolishing this building would be a 
huge mistake.  Many cities draw visitors for their historic buildings, this one is just as 
special, and Cumbernauld should keep hold of its history which includes this fantastic 
building.  I am proud that this building stands in Cumbernauld and it should remain for 

all to enjoy.  You can't please all of the people all of the time, but this building can 
certainly stand the test of time.  Great architecture usually does. 

¶ Groundbreaking piece of modern architecture that is still fit for purpose but like so many 
buildings of the period need a decent program of maintenance and repair 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre, acting as both a building and urban strategy, is a time-
capsule of an ambitious post-war utopian visions. 

¶ Brutalist Architecture of this sort is hard to find in the UK, especially in Scotland where 
Gothic or Gothic Revival Architecture is abundantly found. The building is dated from 
about 50 years ago, compared to the building life in Scotland and overall, UK, this 
building is comparatively young. Brutalist Architecture till date stands to be the least 
common typology of architecture in the UK. The country's urban fabric is woven with 
Victorian and Tudor Architecture, mixed with today's modern Constructive architecture. 
Today, and even in 1970s when the building was built, the design and construction is of 
great significance to Scotland and UK's Architecture to have such a building in its built 

environment. 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ŀƴŘ L ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ƛŦ ƛǘ ǿŜǊŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ŦƭŀǘǘŜƴŜŘ ǿŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘ 
heritage This was a bold development at the time, it brought acclaim from afar and 
deserves to be saved for future generations" 

¶ Everyone marvelled at the structure at the time of building. The design and engineering 
were a landmark to Cumbernauld. I have read many posts about eyesore remarks or pull 
it down. However, structures like the town centre are historically significant and should 
not be judged on cosmetics. This structure could be brightened up and the landscape 
surrounding it put to good use. People are far too negative about anything historical 
which is why people need to be educated about the building, the architect, reasons for 
the design and why it is important to keep. I study history and I am always interested in 
historical buildings. History is important to society, and we should not tear something 
down just because we want something new. 

¶ It was ahead of its time when designed and built but sadly has become dated 



 

¶ "The Centre is and has been an integral part of the new towns character and identity 
since the 60's. Having like many others, moved to the town with my parents from a then 
new town. Drumchapel another social innovation/experiment which due to lack of 
investment and political will lost focus and impetus. Cumbernauld town centre is 
architecturally and aesthetically suited to its surroundings in an environment specifically 

planned, structured and designed achieve the illusion that the built environment grew 
from the natural green belt surroundings. Giving a sharp and yet symbiotic balance 
between the two. The centre itself is well loved by the vast number of long-term 

residents who have seen the slow depletion of amenities within the core of the Centre, 
the emphasis on Centre as the heart of the Town. The brutalist style is distinctive and 
represents the post war hope for a brave new future, it actually stands as a perfect 

representation of the supposedly 'ƴŜǿ ΨŎƻƴŎŜǇǘ of the 'Central hub' which contained 
public amenities such as transport, medical, dental, banking, childcare, utilities, social 
space, such as library, social services, leisure facilities and access to local government 
legal and amenity departments. The Brutalist style is described as follows .... 
Modular elements often used to form masses representing specific functional zones, 
grouped into a unified whole. A hub by any other name." 

¶ It`s one of a kind once in a lifetime design. Some good points` some not so good. When 
it was first built it was a place where the community used the shops, pubs, facilities, etc 
and it provided the services that the new town needed. It was different from other 
shopping centres at the time. 

¶ Significant cultural buildings that have made important architectural contribution to the 
history and heritage of the country 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ƛƳǇǊŜǎǎƛǾŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ - I used to like the ramps when I was younger 

¶ see para below 

¶ It encapsulates a clear idea about communal space when planning, social services and 
architecture were much more synergetic than they are today. It is important that we 

have built reference points of different ways of imagining the world. The engineering 
and investment in the Ed initial build structure provides a strong and practical armature 
for re-making enclosed and community spaces 

¶ The Brutalist style is both a very much loved and unloved form of architecture, but it is 
not the niceties of its material finishes which are important, rather its megastructure 
potential as a unique landscape for evolution and renewal as a living, breathing 3-

dimensional town centre. 

¶ It is of its time but is a class building ahead of its time. The mix of uses on an exposed 
hilltop site is good. 

¶ "In 1981, architectural historian Philip Opher and urban planner Clinton Bird described 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ŀǎ ΨƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŦŀƳƻǳǎ ƳƛŘ-20th century buildings in 
.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩ όhǇƘŜǊ ŀƴŘ .ƛǊŘ мфумΣ тύΦ 
When Cumbernauld was designated a New Town in 1955, the first generation New 
Towns were seen as fundamentally flawed. The Government projected that car 
ownership in Britain was to double in the decade to 1970, and treble by 1980 (MHLG 
1964, 30). The inadequacies of their layout now revealed, the first generation New 
¢ƻǿƴǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ǳƴƭƛƪŜƭȅ ǘƻ ΨǿƛǘƘǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ŧǳƭƭ ƻƴǎƭŀǳƎƘǘ ƻŦ Ŧǳƭƭ ŎŀǊ ƻǿƴŜǊǎƘƛǇΩ ōǳǘ 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΣ ǘƘŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŎƻƴŘ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ bŜǿ ¢ƻǿƴǎΣ ǿŀǎ ΨŜȄplicitly designed to 
ƳŀǎǘŜǊ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǘƻǊ ŎŀǊΩ ό.ǳŎƘŀƴŀƴ мфспΣ нлрύΦ /ƻƭƛƴ .ǳŎƘŀƴŀƴΣ ŀƴ ŜƴƎƛƴŜŜǊ 
commissioned by the government to assess the impact of the motor car on life in 



 

.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΣ ǎŀǿ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ŎŜƴǘǊŀƭ ŀǊŜŀ όƛΦŜΦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜύ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭy 
interesting feature in this regard (ibid.). The building embodies the central tenet of 

/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ ǇƭŀƴΥ ǘƻ ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜ ǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴǎ ŦǊƻƳ ǾŜƘƛŎƭŜǎΦ 
The opening of Phase 1 of the Town Centre attracted worldwide interest (Gold 2007, 
161) and featured in architecture publications globally, including in the United States, 
Brazil, Germany, Italy, the Netherlands, and Japan. In 1967, Town Centre received the 
International Reynolds Memorial Award for Community Architecture from the American 
Institute of Architects, having been shortlisted alongside Vällingby (Sweden) and Tapiola 
όCƛƴƭŀƴŘύ όDƻƭŘ нллтΣ мсмΤ DǊƛƴŘǊƻŘ нлмоΣ олфύΦ ¢ƘŜ ƧǳǊȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜŘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŀǎ ΨǘƘŜ 
ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƭƭŜƴƴƛǳƳΩ όhǇƘŜǊ ŀƴŘ .ƛǊŘ мфумΣ фύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǊŜƳŀƛƴŜŘ ǘƘŜ ōƛƎƎŜǎǘ 
international prize awarded to any new town.  
hǇƘŜǊ ŀƴŘ .ƛǊŘ ǿŜƴǘ ƻƴ ǘƻ ǎǘŀǘŜ ǘƘŀǘΥ Ψ!ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛǘ ƭŀŎƪǎ ǘƘŜ ŘǊŀƳŀǘƛŎ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭƭȅ 
intended, the town centre τ and particularly the first shopping complex and the high 
school building nearby τ is still an interesting example of the design concepts then 
ǇǊŜǾŀƛƭƛƴƎΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ƛƴŎƭǳŘŜŘ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ǾƛǎƛǘΦΩ όhǇƘŜǊ ŀƴŘ .ƛǊŘ мфумΣ тύ 
Design 

In concept Cumbernauld Town Centre is a megastructure. Megastructures were an 
experimental type of architecture that arose during the 1950s for several reasons. First, 
the car: car ownership rose dramatically from the mid-1950s onwards. The British state 

ǎǘǊǳƎƎƭŜŘ ǘƻ ƪŜŜǇ ǇŀŎŜ ƛƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ŎƻǳƴǘǊȅΩǎ ǊƻŀŘ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ŀƴŘ ŎǊŀǎƘ ǎŀŦŜǘȅ 
legislation, meaning road fatalities saw a corresponding increase. Megastructures 
incorporated pedestrian segregation as a means of combating the dangers of the car. 

Second, shopping requirements: New Towns that preceded Cumbernauld generally 
developed precinct shopping centres that grew into independent islands which, because 
of the relatively low density of land use in their New Town locations, could closely 
resemble out-of-town shopping centres. This accorded with the rigid functional zoning 
plans of the first wave of New Towns, which percolated into wider urban redevelopment 
policy across Britain. 
This view was challenged by an alternative line of New Towns in Hook (unbuilt) and 
Cumbernauld, which developed alongside each other and whose teams worked in close 
collaboration during the development of their respectivŜ ǇƭŀƴǎΦ IƻƻƪΩǎ Ǉƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ 
published in 1961, the plan for Cumbernauld Town Centre was published in 1962. In 
these towns the shopping element was conceived as being part of a much larger physical 
urban structure i.e. the megastructure. The image evoked by megastructures ranged 
from the romantic to the futuristic, but they originated in the same awareness of 
increasing specialisation of building types and levels of car ownership which had led to 

precinct centres. Megastructures however proposed high density solutions and thus 
offered an alternative set of solutions more relevant to the problems of redeveloping 
the centres of existing cities. Nordweststadt, a New Town north of Frankfurt, Hook and 

Cumbernauld Town Centre represent the earliest serious efforts at realising the 
megastructure concept. 
The use of the megastructure concept at Cumbernauld was initially one of necessity. 
While Cumbernauld was being designated a New Town, Lanark County Council refused 
to permit any development within their boundaries, resulting in the designated area 
being around half the size it was originally intended to be. This forced Cumbernauld 
Development Corporation (CDC) to maximise the potential of what little space was 
available to them. Cumbernauld Hill was chosen as the location for the Town Centre 



 

ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ŎƘƛŜŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ IǳƎƘ ²ƛƭǎƻƴΩǎ ǇŜƴŎƘŀƴǘ ŦƻǊ Lǘŀƭƛŀƴ ƘƛƭƭǘƻǇ ǘƻǿƴǎΦ 
The Town Centre architect, Geoffrey Copcutt, envisaged the town centre building 

crowing the town as an avant-garde interpretation of the citadel τ San Gimignano cast 
ƛƴ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜΦ Ψhƴ ǘƘŜ ǊƛŘƎŜ ŀƴ ǳǇǇŜǊ ǎƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ǎƭƻǇŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƘƛƭƭΣ нллŦǘ ŀōƻǾŜ 
the reconstructed Glasgow-Stirling trunk road, will rise a single citadel-like structure 
nearly half a mile long, 200 yards wide and up to eight storeys high. Elevated over a 
unidirectional vehicular system,  this multi-level development, with provision for most of 
the commercial, civic, religious, cultural and recreational uses for a population of 70,000 
will be the largest single employment source, traffic generator and land-space user in 
ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩ ό/ƻǇŎǳǘǘ мфсоΣ нмлύΦ 
On its publication in 1962, the plan for Cumbernauld Town Centre was lauded for the 
ΨǇƭŀǎǘƛŎ ǾƛǊǘǳƻǎƛǘȅΩ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ όWŜŦŦǊŜȅ мфсоΣ нлфύΦ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ 5ŜǎƛƎƴ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜŘ ǘƘŜ 
buildinƎ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘŜŘ ΨŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ƛŘŜŀǎ ƻŦ ƎǊŜŀǘ ǇƻǘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜΩΣ ƴŀƳŜƭȅΥ 

o The role of the architect in the shaping of the built-environment. 
o The multi-level, multipurpose city centre. 
o The nature of urban architecture in our time. 

CƭŜȄƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ǿŀǎ ƛƴƘŜǊŜƴǘ ƛƴ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴΦ ¦ƴŘŜǊǇƛƴƴƛƴƎ /ƻǇŎǳǘǘΩǎ 
Ǉƭŀƴ ǿŀǎ Ψŀ ǇŜǊƳŀƴŜƴǘ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǿƛǘƘ ŘŜƳƻǳƴǘŀōƭŜ ŜƴŎƭƻǎǳǊŜǎΩ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿŀǎ Ψƴƻ 
ǊŜƭƛŀƴŎŜΧ ƻƴ ǎŜƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ ƻǇǘƛƳǳƳ ΨǳƴƛǘΩ ǎƛȊŜǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǾŀƭƛŘ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ŜǾŜƴǘ ƻƴƭȅ ŦƻǊ 

certain times in certain positions. In the extreme future if particular central area 
ǳƴŎǘƛƻƴǎ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜΧ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ƎƛƎŀƴǘƛŎ ǾŜƴŘƛƴƎ ƳŀŎƘƛƴŜ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǿƘƛŎƘ 
ǘƘŜ ƳƻǘƻǊƛǎŜŘ ǳǎŜǊ ŘǊƛǾŜǎ ǘƻ ǊŜǘǳǊƴ ǊŜǾƛŎǘǳŀƭƭŜŘΩ ŀƴŘΣ ƘƛƴǘƛƴƎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŦƭŜȄƛōƛƭƛǘȅ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ 

ŘŜǎƛƎƴΣ ƘŜ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜŘ ΨƻǊΣ ƳƻǊŜ ǊŜƳƻǘŜƭȅΣ ƛǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘǳǊƴŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƻ ƛƴŘǳǎǘǊƛŀƭ 
ǇǊƻŘǳŎǘƛƻƴΩ ό/ƻǇŎǳǘǘ мфсоΣ нмлύΦ 
In their critique of the building, Opher and Bird went on to say that Cumbernauld Town 
/ŜƴǘǊŜ ǿŀǎ ΨhƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ŀƴȅǿƘŜǊŜ ƻŦ ŀƴ ŀǘǘŜƳpt to build a single vast 
ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǘƻ ŀŎŎƻƳƳƻŘŀǘŜ ŀ ǾŀǊƛŜǘȅ ƻŦ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǳǎŜǎΩ όмфумΣ тύΦ 

 
Setting 
IǳƎƘ ²ƛƭǎƻƴΩǎ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǎǘ ǊŜǾƛǎƛƻƴǎ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ ǊƻŀŘ ƴŜǘǿƻǊƪ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ 
ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƭȅƛƴƎ ǇŀǊŀƭƭŜƭ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ǇǊƛƳŀǊȅ Řǳŀƭ ŎŀǊǊƛŀƎŜǿŀȅΦ /ƻǇŎǳǘǘΩǎ concept saw 
the centre spanning this road. While in the built version this is little more than a 
ŎŜǊŜƳƻƴƛŀƭ ƎŜǎǘǳǊŜΣ Ψƛǘ ƛǎ ǎǘƛƭƭ ǎǳŦŦƛŎƛŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǇŜǊǎǳŀŘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǎǎƛƴƎ ƳƻǘƻǊƛǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŜ ƛǎ 
enjoying the Futurist experience of plunging through a vast urban struŎǘǳǊŜΩ ό.ŀƴƘŀƳ 
мфтсΣ мтсύΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ŀǇǇǊŜŎƛŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΩǎ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǊŜŀŘƛƭȅ ŜȄǇŜǊƛŜƴŎŜŘ ǘƻŘŀȅ 
by following the A8011, the dual carriageway that surmounts Cumbernauld Hill, and is 

driven beneath the Town Centre. 
Writing in 1976, architecture critiŎ wŜȅƴŜǊ .ŀƴƘŀƳ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘΥ Ψ/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ¢ƻǿƴ 
/ŜƴǘǊŜ ŎƻƳŜǎ ŎƭƻǎŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ŜƭǎŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ōǳƛƭǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜƛƎƘǘƘ ΨǇƻƛƴǘ ƻƴ 

ƳƻƴǳƳŜƴǘŀƭƛǘȅΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ DƛŜŘŜƛƻƴκ{ŜǊǘκ[ŞƎŜǊ Ŝǎǎŀȅ ƻŦ мфпоΣ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ 
ƻŦ ΨǾŀǎǘ ƻǇŜƴ ǎǇŀŎŜǎΩ ƛƴ ǿƘƛŎƘ ΨƳƻƴǳƳŜƴǘŀƭ ŀǊchitecture will find its appropriate 
ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎΩΦ [ƻŎŀǘŜŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŎƻƴǎǇƛŎǳƻǳǎ ǎƛǘŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΣ ǘƘŜ /ŜƴǘǊŜΩǎ ōǳƭƪ ƛǎ ǎŜŜƴ ǘƻ 
almost crushing advantage, with no other buildings of even remotely comparable size to 
ŎƻƳǇŜǘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƛǘ ŦƻǊ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴΦΩ /ǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅΣ the Town Centre is besieged on almost all sides 
by later retail sheds, though the generic nature of these is unable to compete with the 
/ŜƴǘǊŜΩǎ ŎƻƳƳŀƴŘƛƴƎ ǎƛȊŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŎƘŀǊŀŎǘŜǊ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴΣ ƻǊ ƛǘǎ ǎǘǊƻƴƎ .Ǌǳǘŀƭƛǎǘ ƎŜƻƳŜǘǊƛŜǎΦ 



 

As such its status as the dominant feature of the town τ ŀǎ ƛƴǘŜƴŘŜŘ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ 
architects τ survives. 

hǘƘŜǊ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜΩǎ ƛƳƳŜŘƛŀǘŜ ǎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ŀƭǎƻ ŎƻƴǘǊƛōǳǘŜ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ 
ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜΦ Lƴ мффсΣ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ǘƻǿƴ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊ 5ŀǾƛŘ /ƻǿƭƛƴƎ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ΨǘƘŜ ŜƴǘǊŀƴŎŜ 
from Seafar aƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǊŜƭŀǘƛƻƴǎƘƛǇ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ tŀǊƛǎƘ /ƘǳǊŎƘ ƻŦ {ǘ aǳƴƎƻΩǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƛǘǎ ǇȅǊŀƳƛŘ 
ǊƻƻŦΣ ŘŜƳƻƴǎǘǊŀǘŜǎ Ƨǳǎǘ ǿƘŀǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴΦΩ ό/ƻǿƭƛƴƎ мффтΣ слύϦ 

¶ I am aware of listed buildings from my former role as a local government officer 
responsible for processing and issuing planning permissions and listed building consents. 

¶ "As a megastructure of housing, shops, commercial offices, library, creches, market hall 
and at one time Local Government and also Government DWP offices, bus stations and 

covered car parking it is unique in the UK and in Europe. Le Corbusier's Unite d' 
Habitation has similarities, but on a far smaller scale. London's Southbank Arts complex 
has similarities but does not include the diversity of building uses as intended (and to an 
extent still exist) in Cumbernauld Town Centre. 
It is the key landmark of Cumbernauld New Town which makes the town known 
throughout the world. It's the most recognisable and important feature from the air, 
especially on incoming flights to Glasgow Airport. The 7 to 12 storey white Bison 
concrete executive flats blocks have rewhen Other key buildings ofstill existing are 
Cumbernauld than the" 

¶ It is unique but has weathered and is not as attractive as it once was 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΣ ƴƻǘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜΣ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǎŀŦŜ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ǎƘops and other facilities, 
ƛǘΩǎ ŀ ŎŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜΦ 

¶ "The town centre as a whole simply doesn't work. It's dark, unwelcoming interiors 
remind (me) of poor third world shopping centres (I remember some in China in 1999 
before the massive architectural regeneration and building spree ( some amazing 
architectural feats of construction)  
SURELY Cumbernauld could be rebuilt around the "big Bridge"" structure, improving 
immensely on the interiors whilst keeping a visual reminder of the town's historic past 

as a "brutalist" experiment. This doesn't need to encompass the whole of the town 
centre, which is unpleasant and avoided by many. More green spaces and less concrete 
are badly needed, but the historic nature of the ""big bridge"" could surely be 
incorporated into new plans. (sorry I'm not sure what this part of the original structure is 
called !) 
As a postscript, the ""new"" Antonine centre is equally depressing and only really 
elevated ( if at all) by the quality of a few retail outlets that attract larger numbers of 
shoppers." 

¶ Should be demolished as it is an eyesore. 
¶ Not Answered 

¶ The megastructure of Cumbernauld Town Centre is of architectural and urban planning 
significance.  The building is a bold and ambitious design that reflects the optimism of 
the UK New Towns Movement.  Whilst it was not realised as originally intended; has 
been altered to its detriment; and has attracted public (aesthetic) criticism in the past, in 

its time it was recognised internationally by architects and planners. To allow its 
complete demolition as proposed would be a failure to tell the story of, and protect our 
urban planning legacy.  It is further particularly unthinkable now that we must change 

our attitudes to demolition, construction resources and the embodied carbon in all 
buildings. 



 

¶ I would have thought that preservation of a structure would have been to show 'best 
practice' - this structure may have served a purpose and a vision when it was first 
opened but is literally an eyesore now.  We should not be celebrating and retaining this 
structure, we should be accepting that it served a purpose at a time, was not flexible 
enough to move with the times, and is now not serving a relevant purpose. 

¶ It's old, outdated and an eyesore. 

¶ The town centre needs to be knocked down and ǊŜōǳƛƭǘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ǘƻ ƻǳǊ 
town. 

¶ It's a failed architectural experiment. The building has had water leaking into it since the 
80s. The original concept doesn't exist anymore. 

¶ Eyesore since day 1. Completely non-functional as a centre and focal point. Design 
ŘƛǎŀǎǘŜǊ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ōǳƭƭŘƻȊŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎƛƎƴŜŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ άƭŜǎǎƻƴǎ ƭŜŀǊƴŜŘέ 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΗ bƻōƻŘȅ ǿŀƴǘǎ ƛǘ 

¶ At some point in the past the building may have been but the building is totally run 
down and is a complete eyesore and embarrassment to Cumbernauld. The facilities 
inside the centre are also dreadful. 

¶ An absolute eyesore of a building that doesn't get maintained by its current owners. 

¶ The building is incompatible with modern life, is dark and unsafe in some spaces, beyond 
repair in others. It seems uneconomical to being out to a standard required to use it well 
and should be replaced. 

¶ Its ugly and needs to be deleted from cumbernauld 

¶ "The whole building is an eyesore and has been my whole 43 years of life.  
For a town this size and of people I have spoken to regarding the town centre, feel the 
ǎŀƳŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŀƴŘ ǿŜ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎϦ 

¶ Lǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ LΩǾŜ ƭƛǾŜŘ ƘŜǊŜ Ƴȅ ǿƘƻƭŜ ƭƛŦŜ ŀƴŘ ƴŜǾŜǊ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ ƻŦ 
any aspect of the entire building. It is not nice to arrive by bus after a trip to Glasgow or 
to drive past on your way anywhere. It is a concrete monstrosity. Dull dreary in an 
otherwise lovely town. I do not know any person young or old that likes anything about 
it. tŜǊƘŀǇǎ ǳǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜŀǊƭȅ нлллΩǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǇǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ŘŜŎŜƴǘΦ ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŜǾŜƴ ŀ Ǉǳƭƭ 
now thanks to the centre owners being greedy for rent, rather than catering to the 
people of the town. 

¶ L ƘŀǾŜ ƭƛǾŜŘ ƛƴ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǎƛƴŎŜ мфтп ŀƴŘ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ƘŀŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŘŀȅΦ LǘΩǎ Ǌǳƴ ŘƻǿƴΣ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ 
attract good shops and is an eye sore 

¶ bƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 

¶ It is an eye sore in the heart if an otherwise pleasant town 
¶ I understand it is interesting to architects but it is also hideous. Architects can look at 

plans and photographs without subjecting the rest of us to it. 

¶ It is an eyesore and keeps Cumbernauld in the 1960s. 

¶ A collection of ill-fitting boxes, not fit for purpose nor pleasant in a visual way 

¶ "The building is an eyesore. It does not fit with the style of other retail establishments in 
the local area. 
The building does not have any technological or green credentials that should be saved." 

¶ It may have been ground-breaking when first built. However, it has been poorly 
maintained and has many issues which are problematic for users and for those who 

work there. In short it is not fit for purpose as a Town Centre. If it had been of such 



 

importance historically, why has it been neglected for decades. The local population 
need and deserve a functioning Town Centre not a monument. 

¶ Just because unique doesn't mean it is worth preserving at the expense of the people 
that live there 

¶ It's an eyesore, we've been trying to get it improved for years and if it is listed it will be 
one more excuse to avoid improving the town centre. Cumbernauld is a laughingstock, 
no one shops here, the place is a dump, and part of that is due to this absolutely hideous 
building. 

¶ It is an eye sore and it is cold damp and like a rabbit worm 
¶ It is an eyesore which is preventing Cumbernauld from getting the modern town centre 

it deserves. The existing centre is disjointed, and the selection of details is poor. Knock it 
down and transform the centre to interest high street retailers! 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀǿŦǳƭΦ bƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ 

¶ I appreciate that it might be of architectural interest, but that's of little relevance when 
we're talking about the use and space of a town centre which should accessible and 
functional for people of Cumbernauld. 

¶ This could be argued if the building was well maintained and had not been left to rot. To 
deny the residents of Cumbernauld a decent town centre hub for the benefit of people 
who do not live here is ludicrous and completely selfish. If a town has no centre, it 

cannot function as a town. 
¶ It is old and an eye sore it ruins the look of the town, people that Pass through on buses 

etc see it and majority of it is unused to penthouses have been shut for years, the leaks 

when it rains the list honestly goes on 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǊƻǘǘŜƴ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƻ Ǝƻ ǘƻΦ ¢ƻǘŀƭƭȅ Ǌǳƴ ŘƻǿƴΣ ƭŜŀƪƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǎƳŜƭƭȅ 
¶ It is old outdated and has numerous structural issues ie leaks dampness etc 

¶ A total eye sore! Run down and desperately in need of a revamp! Place is covered in 
dampness and leaks! 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ ŀŜǎǘƘŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǇƭŜŀǎƛƴƎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ ƛƳǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ 
ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƳŀȊŜΣ ŀ Ǌŀōōƛǘ ǿŀǊǊŜƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǎŜǊǾŜǎ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ǾŀƭǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ 
its residents. 

¶ It is unsightly and unfit for purpose 
¶ It is an absolute eyesore and a stain on the town, I have lived here for 40 years and have 

never heard anyone who actually lives here who would want to keep it 

¶ Cumbernauld TC should only be treated as an architectural interest for interest on how 
NOT to build and design a retail space. It is no longer fit for purpose and is costly to 
maintain and as such is neglected and only maintained to essential standards only. If 
architect and design students wish to study it in the future I would suggest the TC is 
digitally mapped for this purpose as a reasonable alternative to visually inspecting the 
buildings. 

¶ The building is falling apart and is a total eyesore. The facilitates are not fit for purpose 
and the application is a sham to stop redevelopment into something that the community 

want 
¶ "Much of the original building has been demolished and or poorly renovated/changed. 

Investment is needed to completely change the future of the town centre and the town. 

If the building was of any historical significance investment would be needed to maintain 
and bring the building back to a good standard, this has not happened. 



 

The town was originally a bright future for residents and the town centre is now holding 
the residents back from a bright and prosperous future, negatively impacting the living 

standards, prospects and reputation of the town and its residents." 
¶ The building is no longer fit for purpose and does not hold any desire for anyone to visit 

it. Many empty spaces not being used, building not easy to navigate. 

¶ "Whilst I understand that fans of brutalist architecture wish to retain the town centre 
ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΣ L ǿƻǳƭŘ ǎǘǊƻƴƎƭȅ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ ǿƛǎƘ ǘƻ ƪŜŜǇ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƭƛǾŜ ƛƴ 
Cumbernauld.  
When celebrating architecture we should celebrate the buildings that work and have 
proven to be a success, this cannot be said for Cumbernauld town centre.  

The building is an eyesore, smells of urine and is completely rundown.  
The building should be demolished, it does not serve the town of Cumbernauld." 

¶ The original design and concept have been so diluted through alterations and poor 
maintenance that it's significance has been lost. The architecture should be preserved 
digitally and a new town centre designed that is accessible and suitable for the 
community it serves 

¶ It was of importance in the 60's and 70's but immediately started dilapidation when the 
hotel had to be demolished. 

¶ It is an eyesore and not fit for the purpose of a shopping centre for the size of 
Cumbernauld. 

¶ "The building is structurally in very poor condition, there are leaks throughout it where 
buckets are used to contain water. 
The shopping centre is under used with many vacant lots or mainly charity and card 
shops where they are let. The building is under used with residents going elsewhere 
rather than using its facilities. 
The layout of the building is confusing and dirty, it is not safe and contains many hidden 
passageways and blind areas. 

The building needs to be demolished to allow Cumbernauld to rid itself of this 60s 
monstrosity which has been nationally ridiculed for decades and replaced by a properly 
designed civic centre." 

¶ It is an example of bad architecture. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΣ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ƳŜǎǎΣ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ Ǉǳƭƭ ƛǘ Řƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ōŜǘǘŜǊ 
¶ It is an eyesore & a stain on the reputation on the area 

¶ "I agree that the brutalist style is of architectural interest, but the building is not 
maintained or fit for any purpose. 
Many examples exist elsewhere, and similar shopping centres such as elephant and 
castle in London have already been demolished." 

¶ It is of no architectural interest if the building has not been kept to a good standard. 

¶ The building is long past its sell by date, it's ugly, it's sprawling and the only people who 
an easily find their way around it are locals who grew up in the area. There are many 
parts of the building that are unused. It does not attract a good variety of shops as no 
one wants to rent an old leaky damp shop. 

¶ It has been altered over the years and poorly maintained. I feel it is no longer the 
building that it was when first built. 

¶ It's definitely not your usual building but it does not merit special architectural interest. 
Photographs will suffice. Cumbernauld very much requires regeneration and this has to 
go. 



 

¶ The building is falling apart and does not serve the community in a positive manner. 
¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀ ǘƻǘŀƭ ōƭƛǇ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƘƻǊǊƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘΦ L ǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ 

just so depressing to look at. There are so many amazing people in Cumbernauld and 
they deserve better than this eyesore monstrosity of a building. It should be bulldozed 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƎŜǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŘƛǎƎǊŀŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ƴŜǿ 
towns are much prettier and Cumbernauld is a mess with a ugly building like this in the 
centre of it. 

¶ I appreciate at the time it was built it was of architectural important but given the space 
of time nothing has changed & is seen as an eye sore. The only awards it gets are 
negative is Carbuncle awards! 

¶ It is an eyesore. It is deteriorating and is not a welcoming space to look at or be part of. 
It is not fit for any purpose. It prevents Cumbernauld having a real central hub due to 
the condition of the building. 

¶ The building is no longer fit for purpose and the cost of maintaining it outweighs the cost 
of demolition and redevelopment 

¶ The building is an eye sore. It is not fit for purpose. The upper levels are not used, and 
the lower levels leak when it rains. It needs a total overhaul 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΗ 

¶ It is now an absolute eyesore and needs to be demolished. It has been in a shocking 
condition for years and I falling to bits. For God sake don't list this building. Let it be 
demolished so we can get a decent town centre at last. 

¶ It is of interest only if one is concerned with failures of architectural and planning. 

¶ It may have been of special architectural interest at the time it was built but now simply 
appears an eyesore.  Other examples of brutalist architecture have long since been 
demolished. 

¶ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘΩǎ ǳƴǎƛƎƘǘƭȅ ŀƴŘ ŦŀƭƭƛƴƎ ŀǇart 
¶ !ŜǎǘƘŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΣ ƭŀȅƻǳǘ ƛǎ ǘŜǊǊƛōƭŜΣ ǎƳŜƭƭǎΣ ōǳŎƪŜǘǎ ŎƻƭƭŜŎǘƛƴƎ ǿŀǘŜǊ 

everywhere, poor condition and in my opinion is needing demolished. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ 

¶ It is in a shocking state of disrepair & is the most horrible eyesore. 

¶ It is only of interest from academic architectural social history but this in no ways 
compares to the functional and visual negative impact it has on its users and residents of 
Cumbernauld. 

¶ Was excellent when first built but is now outdated and quite frankly an eyesore for the 
area. Newer shopping malls, etc are much more up to date and nicer laid out 

¶ It is a historic eyesore. The building has been a laughing stock for as long as I can 
remember. For 40 years, I have lived in Cumbernauld and this building has held the town 
back. The warrens of pathways spread throughout the building have always felt unsafe, 
and often attract antisocial behaviour. This should forever be used as an example of 
poor design. It is simply not fit for purpose. 

¶ The only reason I can truly think to keep this structure is as an example of horrific 
architecture. It is an eyesore. 

¶ It is not only an eye sore, it stinks, it's unfit for purpose and it is /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ shame. 
Frankly shame on the awful person asking HES to consider this ludicrous request. The 
place is unsuitable and undesirable for anyone to want to raise their family here. 



 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ ŦƻǊ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ōǳǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǿŀǎ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ-built in the 70s and 
possibly seen as innovative, I suspect there is a small contingent keen to keep the 
building for historical reasons. 

¶ Eyesore 
¶ This building is not fit for purpose, it is an eye sore and is presence prohibits 

development of Cumbernauld. 

¶ "The building is unviable; it no longer serves the purpose it was constructed for. 
The top floor of the building has remained unused for decades. 
The materials used to construct it have passed their life expectancy 
No-one can cover the maintenance costs; the maintenance is a waste of money that can 
& should be spent elsewhere" 

¶ The building is an eyesore leaks depressing place no worth while shops makes me 
wonder when I have to go why I live in Cumbernauld 

¶ "The centre was built from concrete in an era where we were I'll informed of building 
products. The centre is now past its lifespan & is in disrepair.  
The style & the design of the structure is awful & not fit for purpose.  
It's constantly cold & leaking & is quite a depressing place to be." 

¶ This building is an eyesore, it is unfit for purpose. The experience as a shopper is very 
unsatisfactory. The presence of this poorly designed and visually unattractive building 

has held back the economic development of Cumbernauld town centre for years. 
¶ It is of special architectural and historical interest, but it is also not fit for purpose and 

should be demolished! 

¶ "It is only of special architectural interest to display what not to do in future.  
The design of the building does not create an environment that feels good or safe to 
walk about in." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƭƛǘŜǊŀƭƭȅ ŦŀƭƭƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǇƛŜŎŜǎΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ 

¶ It is the king of rubbish 

¶ Only in so much as it shows what abominations were allowed to be built in the name of 
architecture 

¶ Drab, grey, soulless, dilapidated, eyesore, devoid of character. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƛǎƴΩǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƳǳŎƘ ƳƻǊŜ ǾŀƭǳŀōƭŜ κƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ 
which require protection 

¶ The Cumbernauld town centre is an absolute eyesore. Half of the centre is unused, to let 
signs every second shop and outdated to say the least. 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre is a dated and dilapidated area, for what should be a 
modern, thriving town.  If Cumbernauld wants to attract new investment to the town 
and wider area, it needs to be seen to modernise to be more attractive to external 
ƛƴǾŜǎǘƳŜƴǘΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǘƻ Řƻ ǘƘŀǘΣ ƛǘΩǎ ƘƛŘŜƻǳǎ ŀƴŘ ōǊƛƴƎǎ ǘƘŜ 
area down. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ hŘŘ ŀƴƎƭŜǎΣ ƳŀȊŜ ƭƛƪŜ. 
¶ The whole structure is dated and has not been maintained, the underside of it 

resembles something from Bladerunner when you drive under it, parts have been added 
over the years like a child playing with Lego bricks. It is in the centre of the town of 
Cumbernauld and is a prime location for a more useful and modern development for the 
people of Cumbernauld, I do not believe the architecture and design is of sufficient 



 

quality to consider it for Listing, the people of Cumbernauld have wanted it replaced for 
decades. 

¶ "This may have been true that, at the time of building, this building was of architectural 
interest but, unfortunately through the years and despite not having been fully 
completed to plans. The building has been neglected and even doesn't look they way it 

was meant to with parts missing.  
I fear that if this were listed then Cumbernauld would be left with an eyesore instead of 
being allowed to develop into a people friendly town centre for future generations to be 

proud off. 
Don't get me wrong, I have great memories, from years gone by, when the centre was 
the hub off the community but, as previously stated, without the necessary changes, this 

part of Cumbernauld shall remain an eye sore and get worse." 
¶ Place is an eye sore. Inside is crumbling. 

¶ The building is an eyesore and not fit for purpose 

¶ It's old and old fashioned but the design isn't special, and it's already been updated and 
worked over and extended so it's not even the original design. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ whatsoeverΦ LǘΩǎ Ƙŀƭf blue half yellow and generally an eye 
ǎƻǊŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀΦ L ŀǇǇǊŜŎƛŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ƛǘ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ƛǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ нмǎǘ 
century purpose. 

¶ The building is not fit for purpose due to poor maintenance & is a health hazard due to 
the amount of bird excrement. The design means you need an ordnance survey map to 
ƎŜǘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 

¶ Whilst the building is indeed a sign of the times, it is no longer a functional piece of 
architecture - something that was at the heart of its original construction. Therefore, I 
believe the building no longer fulfils its original purpose. 

¶ "It is a shambolic eyesore. 
It has been in a state of disrepair for 30+ years. 
The locals strongly agree we want to attract new businesses and increase the value of 
our homes redevelopment of the entire town centre is strongly desirable." 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ƛǘǎ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ слΩǎ ōǳǘ its time is well and truly gone, the place is 
depressing and sucks the living soul out of you. 

¶ Concrete monstrosity.  Not fit for purpose. 

¶ "Our town is huge, we need better retail and entertainment facilities, I have lived here 
22 years and it is shocking that that we do not have similar facilities to Easterhouse and 
Glasgow. I am tired of having to go to Falkirk and Glasgow for cinema trips and retail 
experiences. 

The old building is a maze of uninteresting units and is not fit for purpose. I only ever 
went into it to go to the Clydesdale Bank which has now closed. 
The front retail centre is fine except for all the pharmacies it now holds." 

¶ "Complete eyesore 
Have had to put up with this terrible sight for too long." 

¶ It's a horrible, soulless shell 

¶ It has a charm, but the building is not functional or enjoyable. It elicits very little civic 
pride. It is not valued by local residents, and many view it negatively. 



 

¶ It was once a feat of modern design but has fell into disrepair. With the new addition of 
ǘƘŜ !ƴǘƻƴƛƴŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǘΩǎ ōŜŜƴ ǎǘǊƛǇǇŜŘ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ Ŧǳƭƭ ŀǇǇŜŀƭ ŀƴŘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƳŀŘŜ ƛƴǘƻ ŀƴ 
eyesore not for use. 

¶ I think architecturally it was significant when it was built however, I think the lack of 
upkeep has caused it to run into a state of disrepair and it now poses as an eyesore. 

¶ Most of the original old part of building not accessible and not used. Used to be houses , 
offices etc. 

¶ The town centre has been altered significantly since construction and has not been 
maintained in the intervening years, it is now no longer fit for purpose 

¶ Place is not fit  for purpose and has been an eyesore for years 

¶ The building is an eyesore. Not fit for purpose. It's holding us back as a community, 
unable to modernise/develop and meet the needs of our growing population. 
Thousands travel out with Cumbernauld every week for shops & leisure activities 

because we cannot develop our centre and cater for the needs of our town. Feel very 
strongly that it should be demolished. 

¶ Built to contain Civic Buildings. Bus Station, Hotel and Apartments - The facilities 
provided within Civic Buildings have been moved out.  The Bus Station never 
materialised. The Hotel was demolished, and the apartments are mainly empty and 
neglected.  There are water leaks throughout the building due to flat roofs and poor 

glazing and concrete has a life span - which considering many of the older flats have 
been demolished due to concrete issues would seem reasonable to expect similar 
problems in the Town Centre building in the not too distant future. This building has had 
its day and needs confined to the history books now. 

¶ It has not been well maintained and improved since it was built. 

¶ "I have lived in Cumbernauld since 1982 and grown up here. During that time residents 
have been crying out for facilities that are relevant to the demographic that live here. 
Now that the time has come that NLC are planning on doing so, as someone who will live 

ƘŜǊŜ Ƴȅ ǿƘƻƭŜ ƭƛǾŜΣ ōǊƛƴƎƛƴƎ ǳǇ Ƴȅ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ ϧ ǿƛƭƭ ƘƻǇŜŦǳƭƭȅ ƘŀǾŜ ƎǊŀƴŘŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ ƘŜǊŜΧ 
keeping this structure is unthinkable! Not only is it ugly, but it is entirely unsuitable for 
its purpose and the needs of the local community.  
CƻǊ ŀǎ ƭƻƴƎ ŀǎ LΩǾŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ōǳŎƪŜǘǎ ǇƭŀŎŜŘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ŎŀǘŎƘƛƴƎ 
leaks, empty retail units due to the dark, windowless, depressing nature of the structure, 
as well as the mismanagement and high rental prices which have kept away the type of 
stores & facilities we need here.  
This town has grown and is home to a much larger population than was ever imagined 
when the structure was built.  
¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ŦŜŜƭƛƴƎ ƛƴ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΣ ƴƻ aŀƛƴ {ǘǊŜŜǘ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƭƭ ǘǳƴƴŜƭǎ ŀƴŘ 
ōǊƛŘƎŜǎΧ ǘhere are full weeks when you barely meet anyone you know.  
The bus station is the absolute worst example. Growing up here I was terrified if I had to 
ƎŜǘ ǘƘŜ ōǳǎΧ ŀƴŘ ŜǾŜƴ ƳƻǊŜ ǎƻ ƛŦ L ŦƻǳƴŘ ƳȅǎŜƭŦ Ψƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǿǊƻƴƎ ǎƛŘŜΩ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ŘƛǊŜŎǘƛƻƴ L 
needed to travel. The tunnel-type corridors to get from one side to another means you 
are isolated and left feel extremely vulnerable. They also present the perfect place for 
ŀƴȅƻƴŜ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ǳǇ ǘƻ Ψƴƻ ƎƻƻŘΩ ǘƻ ƘŀƴƎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘΦ  
We need a pedestrianised centre of town with a functional, safe bus station where 
people can feel safe. We need the high likelihood of Asbestos within the awful concrete 
structure gone. We need a return to more green spaces and gathering areas.  



 

This town was built to be a safe, family suburban haveƴΧ ƭŜǘΩǎ ƳƻǾŜ ŦƻǊǿŀǊŘ ŀƴŘ ŀƭƭƻǿ 
ǘƘƛǎ ǘƻ ƘŀǇǇŜƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘΣ ǎŀŦŜǎǘ ǿŀȅ ǇƻǎǎƛōƭŜΦ LΩƳ ŀ ǿŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƭǳŎǊŀǘƛǾŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 

town and local businesses.  
!ǎ ŦŀǊ ŀǎ L Ŏŀƴ ǘŜƭƭΣ ǘƘŜ ƳŀƧƻǊƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƪŜŜǇ ǘƘƛǎ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΣ ŘƻƴΩǘ ŜǾŜƴ ƭƛǾŜ 
here anymore, nor use or need the few facilities it contains." 

¶ It's an eye sore, it is not welcoming and it makes the area look run down. 

¶ It has been an eyesore to the population of Cumbernauld for decades. It has no practical 
use; it has been voted the pluke on the plinth multiple times. Cumbernauld deserves 
something better than being stuck with this if it's listed. 

¶ As with most of Cumbernauld, the majority of the Town Centre was an experiment in 
concrete.  The original plans are fascinating. 

¶ The building is dilapidated, the buildings below are not fit for purpose, constant leaks, 
and outdated facilities, it is not a nice environment to look at and to use is even worse 

¶ The place needs pulled down 
¶ The roofs leak, the whole building has not been maintained and looks terrible and there 

is a terrible smell in some areas due to bad maintenance. 

¶ An eyesore near universally hated by actual residents of Cumbernauld. 

¶ While acknowledge that perhaps it was at one stage of architectural significance the 
building is no longer fit for purpose, ƛǘΩǎ in very poor state and just unsightly. 

¶ Eyesore and building is not fit for purpose, poorly maintained and falling apart. 
Cumbernauld is a large community which deserves a shopping centre that functional 
and suitable for the whole community. 

¶ The buildings that are in place provide no useable facilities and space. They are 
unattractive to look at and provide the community with no benefits. 

¶ It is an absolute eyesore. Run down & no longer fit for purpose. 

¶ It is a depressing arrangement of disassociated units and functions. It is confusing to 
navigate, and it is not conducive to a pleasant shopping experience.  Architecturally it 
looks like an afterthought and poor use of left-over parts. It does nothing to attract new 
retailers or spending from outside of Cumbernauld. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ƻƴƭȅ Ƙŀǎ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜ ŎƻƴƴƻǘŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ 

¶ It is a complete eyesore and makes the town a laughing stock. Not only is it ugly but it is 
completely horrendous to navigate. I recently took my son to a baby class in the library 
and it was hellish trying to find. It needs completely demolished to become a more 

functional space 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀ ƳŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƘƻƭŘƛƴƎ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ōŀŎƪΦ 
LǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ƳŜǎǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀŘŘŜŘ ǘƻ ǿƛǘƘ ƴƻ ŎƻƴǎƛŘeration. 
LŦ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǘƻ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ ƻƴƭȅ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ Ƙƻǿ ǿƘŀǘ ŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ƴŜǿ 
and modern can deteriorate without careful consideration to future add ons." 

¶ This is nothing more than an example of a mistake. Mistakes happen and sometimes 
despite the best of intentions. It has little architectural merit or aesthetic beauty. It is 
simply a dinosaur of construction and should be allowed to become extinct. 

¶ Having lived in Cumbernauld all my life and used the Cumbernauld town centre as my 
main place of shopping. I do not think it is of any special architectural interest. I myself 
and many residents find it an embarrassing sight and it needs updating badly or torn 

down and rebuilt. 

¶ This is an eye sore and needs tearing down 



 

¶ I am aware of the historƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ōǳǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛŦ ǘƘŜ Ǉŀǎǘ ǿŜ ŎŀƴΩǘ ƪŜŜǇ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ 
forever 

¶ An eyesore , buckets all over the place, maze of different parts an absolute disgrace 

¶ It needs to be taken down and rebuilt in order to better serve the local community. In its 
current state, with constant works always being carried out I.e., ƭŜŀƪǎΦ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ bƻ ƎƻƻŘ 
use to the locals. The building would be so much better suited with the current plans to 
bring it down and re-build. The crucial thing through all of this is the locals and the locals 
deserve a space they can make good use of Cumbernauld is a large area with lots of 
ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ ŎŀƴΩǘ ǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΦ 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜΦ 

¶ It is an eyesore and is no longer fit for purpose. And it lets in the rain! 
¶ The building looks terrible, the concrete is crumbling, it is hard to navigate and there are 

a lot of isolated areas where I feel vulnerable. Perhaps it was of architectural interest 

when it was built but it has for many years not been fit for purpose 

¶ "It looks awful from afar and its genuinely falling apart. Most spaces on higher floors 
have been unused for decades. 

Some of the floors/walkways reek of urine and there are buckets everywhere to catch 
drips. It's a complete embarrassment." 

¶ It's an eyesore 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ the most disgusting building ever made in the whole of the UK. It has its Statius for 
being so.  
It is outdated, falling apart and empty because nobody would actually waste time going 
into the shops that are there.  
The place is leaking water from left to right. Can only imagine how sound the structure is 
now after all this time.   
¢ƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ŎƘŀƴƎƛƴƎΦ LǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ŎƘŀƴƎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƛǘΦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ŀ ǊƛƻǘΦϦ 

¶ Other than a lesson to be learnt so it isn't repeated. But us poor inhabitants shouldn't be 
left with the useless eyesore for that reason alone 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƴƻƴ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴŀƭ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜΦ !ǿŦǳƭ ǘƻ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ Ǌǳƴ Řƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ ŦŀƭƭƛƴƎ ŀǇŀǊǘΦ ¦Ǝƭȅ 
and unloved 

¶ Ugly concrete jungle.  More suited to eastern bloc countries.    Could be suitable for 
tǳǘƛƴΩǎ ƴŜȄǘ ƛƴǾŀǎƛƻƴ. 

¶ LΩƳ ŦǊƻƳ ŀƴ !ǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ōŀŎƪƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǿ ŀ 5ŜǎƛƎƴ aŀƴŀƎŜǊ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ 
company. I appreciate the building was significant when first designed but now it is a 
reminder of how NOT to design a town centre which should be useable by all 
communities, users should feel safe, with well-lit, wide-open spaces with suitable 
supervision. The current building has too many narrow corridors, too dark, areas are too 
ǎŜǇŀǊŀǘŜŘΦ L ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ǿŀƭƪ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ƛǘ ƳȅǎŜƭŦ ŀƴŘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ Ƴȅ ŎƘƛƭŘǊŜƴ 
doing it. 

¶ "It is not functional or easily accessible for families and local residents. 
It appears poorly maintained on the outside." 

¶ Historic photos of the town centre could be viewed as an example of that nature of 
architecture however the structure has been significantly changed already and the 
surrounding area has also changed so much. 

¶ A town centre is supposed to serve the needs of the community but as a result of its 
initial design, part demolition, damage and mismanagement Cumbernauld Town Centre 



 

is it in a state which is frankly not fit for purpose. The existence of the current facility 
actively stifles the wellbeing of the town and inhibits the possibility of a more suitable 

development. 
¶ "It is an eyesore 

I will not take friends or family to the shopping centre it is old and filthy. 

Rather take them to Sterling." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ƻŦ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ Ȅ ǎǉǳŀǊŜ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ǳƎƭȅ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 
centre of Cumbernauld 

¶ While the significance and history of the building is to be admired, it is simply not fit for 
purpose and has been this way for most of my lifetime. The regeneration of the area 
may help to improve living standards and the local economy, which has suffered in no 
small part due to lack of investment in this centre. 

¶ It is of historical interest but is not usable now so the history and architecture could be 
preserved another way with a model in a museum perhaps. Not worth keeping this 
building, it is too far gone and not up to modern sustainable standards. Very cold place 
to work. Leaking in many places. 

¶ I understand the significance of it as the first multi-level shopping centre. However, it is 
the literal blueprint of how not to design a building. It should be remembered and 
documented for this importance, but the town and surrounding area, should not be 
punished and have a total lack of social and economic advances purely to commemorate 
one building. This town deserves better. The building is a Hodge podge of mistakes and 

errors about design and future proofing, and really needs to be levelled with the town 
given the facilities it has been craving since the 90s/00s. The shopping centre has more 
buckets collecting rain on any given day than it has Tennant's and shopkeepers. It is an 
ugly building, its hay day has long been and gone, it is a crumbling hunk of junk. It would 
be crippling and cruel to keep this structure in the town. 

¶ L ŀƎǊŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ƛŎƻƴƛŎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŀƴŘ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǘƛƳŜ - ōǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳŜŀƴ ƛǘ ǿƻǊƪǎ ŀǎ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ 
meant to! 

¶ The building is an eye sore. LǘΩǎ not fit for purpose 
¶ Grew up in Abronhill as a kid, and it was a great place back then, but now it's an eyesore. 

Falling apart, leaking everywhere, 1/2 empty shops. It's just a mess... 

¶ Get the bulldozers in. 

¶ The building is an eyesore and is in very poor condition. 

¶ It is an eyesore and very difficult to navigate I have loved in Cumbernauld for almost 40 
years and it's just not for purpose anymore 

¶ Absolutely none. LǘΩǎ not appealing to look at, it never has been. 

¶ I understand that it is because of its design and function when it was built however, it is 
now a complete ruin. 

¶ I agree that at the time it was constructed it was innovative and at the forefront of 
ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ŘŜǎƛƎƴΣ ǎƘƻǿŎŀǎƛƴƎ ŀ άƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴέΣ ōǳǘ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘƛƴƎ ƴƻǿ ƛǎ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ 
dilapidated state. 

¶ It is an eyesore and has been since the 1980s when I was asked what could be done to 
improve. The answer then was to demolish but that never happened so hopefully this 
time it will 



 

¶ LΩǾŜ ƭƛǾŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŦƻǊ пу ȅŜŀǊǎΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŀ ōƭƛƎƘǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΦ LǘΩǎ ƭŀŎƪƛng 
soul and collective community pride in our town. Cumbernauld only seems to be 
recognised as that town with the horrible concrete town centre. Demolish it! 

¶ The structure and design have had its day. It is now an eyesore! Additionally, the design 
lends itself to a huge waste of space. Attracts the wrong type of retail shops. It should be 
completely destroyed and rebuilt to re-invigorate the town centre area. No one will 
travel to Cumbernauld from any other town as it stands now. 

¶ The centre has already been changed so far from the original design that what is left is a 
small part of what made it interesting in the first place. 

¶ The Cumbernauld Town Centre has been an eyesore since I was born over 30 years ago. 
It is completely unfit for purpose as a central focal point for a community. The recent 
ΨƛƳǇǊƻǾŜƳŜƴǘǎΩ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ !ƴǘƻƴƛƴŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇƛŜŎŜ ƳŜŀƭ ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƳŀŘŜ ƛǘ 
worse to be honest. It has a dual carriage way running through the centre and the 
current owners have let it fall into complete destitution. It may have some interest for 
some London /Edinburgh based brutalist architecture buffs - but for the community who 
actually use it is a badge of shame. 

¶ This has been and eyesore of a structure and is actually better to be demolished and 
start again ƛǘΩǎ ŀ Řƛǎ ƧƻƛƴǘŜŘ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǘǊȅƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōƭŜƴŘ ƻƭŘ ŀƴŘ ƴŜǿ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǿƻǊƪ 

¶ It's an outdated eyesore 

¶ I did not live here in the early days but whatever it was designed to do then it does not 
fulfil current needs. It is now a slum, and most people avoid going there. It has an 
abandoned look and feel. The exterior of the whole town centre is abysmal and an 
embarrassment. 

¶ The building was an experiment of the time when all local authorities were tearing down 
older building and/or building concrete building "of the future". It may have worked 

when it was new, but it is a failed experiment that is an eyesore to the landscape and 
affects the community on how others view Cumbernauld and does not work for the 
present or the future. It is no longer compatible with modern town and community 
planning policies and ideologies and to be made listed hinders improvement on the 
town. 

¶ Although the building is unique it is long past its sell by date and is now unfit for purpose 
and can no longer be utilised in a meaningful manner to suit the needs of the 
community. 

¶ It has won carbuncle of the year award TWICE. As someone who has lived in the town all 
her life my husband also, we do have 3 sons and agree it is an absolute eye sore the 
town centre needs a total rebuild and decent facilities namely a cinema to attract the 
young people. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƘƻǊǊŜƴŘƻǳǎ, ugly and not fit for purpose. The people of Cumbernauld have been 
failed. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƧǳƳōƭŜ ƻŦ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƴƻǘ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ƭƻƻƪ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ƻǊ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ 
better than the other. It is outdated it might of been a marvel when it was built but is 
now in dire Straits and always leaks. 

¶ Although the design may be considered cutting edge at some point, the layout of it 
means that the service entrances are public facing on almost all sides making it an 

absolute eyesore. 

¶ It iǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǉǳƛǘŜ ŦǊŀƴƪƭȅ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘΩǎ ŘŀƴƎŜǊƻǳǎΣ ƛŦ ƛǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǇǳƭƭŜŘ Řƻǿƴ ƛǘ Ƴŀȅ ǿŜƭƭ 
fall down on its own 



 

¶ Beirut is nicer 
¶ "The building is a decrepit eyesore that is poorly maintained and falling apart, most of 

the lifts don't work, the interior is very worn there are leaks everywhere to the point 
that buckets are often found on rainy days all over the town centre to catch dripping 
ceilings. Damp patches can be seen in the roofs, ƛǘΩǎ not easy for people not familiar with 
the building to navigate and the heating doesn't work in the building. 
The building looks like a half played game of Jenga that has been abandoned, much like 
the current owners have when it comes to routine maintenance." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ rundown ǎƘŀƳōƭŜǎ ƻŦ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ LǘΩǎ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƛƴƎ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 
¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀ ǘƻǘŀƭ eyesore and has the most awful retail choice! There is buckets everywhere 
ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ǊŀƛƴǎΣ ƴƻ ǎƛƎƴŀƎŜ ŦƻǊ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǳǎŜ ƛǘ ƻŦǘŜƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜȅ ƎŜǘ ƭƻǎǘΣ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘŜ 
heck you find even the library is a headache. Stairs closed, lifts broken, escalators 
ǊŜƎǳƭŀǊƭȅ ŜƛǘƘŜǊ ƻŦŦ ƻǊ ōǊƻƪŜƴΧ 
Cumbernauld needs a total rebuild! We are an absolute joke!" 

¶ There is nothing architectural about this building - square /rectangular shapes on top of 
or alongside each other - a child could have built similar with Lego. It is an eyesore and 
needs to be demolished. This twin is a laughingstock because of it. 

¶ It's a monstrosity and is preventing modernisation and expansion in the town. 

¶ The building is an eyesore and the structural layout of it makes it unfit to be a modern, 
open plan central shopping hub for a town the size of Cumbernauld that has expanded 
significantly since the centre was originally built. It needs to be knocked down and 
rebuilt to provide the town with a modern, suitable, central shopping hub that it 
deserves and to compete with other new towns across Scotland. 

¶ The building was an experiment which I applaud but frankly this inhibits Cumbernauld 
from developing to a modern town which meets the needs of its inhabitants and visitors. 

A fit for purpose civic town Centre is much needed. 

¶ The town centre building is not something that the people of Cumbernauld should be 
proud of regardless of any awards it won at the time of construction. I had not 
continued to be as multipurpose as intended with no ŀǇŀǊǘƳŜƴǘΩǎ hotel measure 
facilities. The building is old and in disrepair. It is cold, dirty, and smelly. The concept was 
something to be admired but in reality, ƛǘ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ǿƻǊƪ ŀƴŘ ƴƻ ƻƴŜ ǘƘŀǘ L ƪƴƻǿ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǎŀȅ 
they are proud of it or would suggest people come to see ƛǘΦ LΩƳ ŀƭƭ ŦƻǊ ƭƛǎǘƛƴƎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ 
that have important histories, but these histories and the present building need to be of 
interest and certainly not one of distain. 

¶ It is not the 1960's anymore.  The whole centre is outdated. 

¶ It may have ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎƴΩǘ ǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 

¶ It's awful looking and I really hope it's pulled down and they build a new centre. 

¶ This building always was and continued to be an eyesore. I lived in the town for over 20 
years and never heard a positive comment about it. Retaining this carbuncle would be 
an insult to the people of Cumbernauld. 

¶ The town centre is in bad need of regeneration and modernisation. It is not fit for 
purpose anymore nor fir future generations. The Councils town centre plan is far more 
beneficial to current and future residents 

¶ There is no place for this 60's monstrosity in this day and age, leaving aside that it is unfit 
for its purpose. If a listing order prevents it being changed it would hinder 
Cumbernauld's development for decades to come 



 

¶ It may have been the first indoor shopping centre but about half of it has already been 
demolished and what is left is completely unfit for purpose It's an eyesore it leaks it adds 
nothing to the Town and is a poor example of a useful building for the top of a hill in 
Central Scotland All it's good for is as an example of what not to build! 

¶ LǘΩǎ an eyesore and accessibility is poor. The lifts are scary for a woman or other 
vulnerable person especially as they go right up to the penthouses and can be very 
isolating and dangerous esp. if there are groups of people drinking alcohol up there.  The 
bus stops in particular are an embarrassment and very isolated at night too. The town 
centre is made up of a few larges box structures and is not pleasing to the eye at all. The 
whole town centre is an embarrassment to Cumbernauld. Built to please retailers not 

customers. 
¶ "It's actually the most horrific building I have ever seen or had the displeasure to use. It 

was originally designed for people to use as homes and shops together which never 

worked out at the time now the majority of it lies empty. Everywhere leaks and the lifts 
don't work. It's astounding that anyone suggested listing this building.  
Oh where would you like to go for a visit today kids Stirling Castle? No, never mind there 

lets go visit Cumbernauld town centre the place that won the Carbuncle Award" 
¶ "The building back in the day was lovely and well maintained. Sadly, that is not long. The 

whole structure is an eye sore. Not maintained properly. There is many structural 

issues/damage.  
The only thing for it is pulling it down and restarting unfortunately. The person who has 
submitted for it to be listed of special architectural interest. Is clearly holding on to 

ƳŜƳƻǊƛŜǎΦ LǘΩǎ ŎƭŜŀǊ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΦϦ 

¶ The buildings are run down and depressing. I have lived in Cumbernauld most of my life 
since 1966. The town has never had a decent shopping centre and this concrete 
monstrosity has never met the ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘΩǎ needs. I realise it may be of architectural 
interest, but it just continues to decay. The concrete ramps to the upper levels smell of 
urine. There is a lot of wasted space and water leaks from the ceilings. It is a dump and 

the people of Cumbernauld need a decent shopping centre. I find that we frequently 
have to go to Glasgow to shop if we need anything other than groceries. 

¶ Ugly, doesn't represent anything unique. 
¶ "As the ruination of Scotland continues under a single policy government, even iconic 

stores in city centres are being left destitute as the anti-economy stance drives 

businesses out of Scotland. Cumbernauld centre is not one of those iconic buildings and 
is dilapidated, outdated and unfit for purpose with much of it left empty. Why anyone 
would want it to remain ōŜƎƎŀǊǎΩ belief and of done so will only serve as a hypothetical 

tombstone in the dying throes of a neglected economy. 
It is neither pleasing to the eye, nor is it an enjoyable visit. Rip it down and encourage 
businesses to cone to Cumbernauld with a new centre. The town is perfectly located for 

the modern shopper and demands rejuvenation with new outlets." 
¶ It's an eyesore and a mess. There is nothing of architectural interest in the building.  It 

should be knocked down. 

¶ It is an eyesore and need pulled down! it lies empty and is of no use to modern times it 
needs to go 

¶ It's an example of how NOT to build a town centre. 

¶ Lump of concrete substance of which is deteriorating over time. IS AN EYESORE. Is a 
difficult building to navigate and use. Not user friendly or accessible. 



 

¶ I feel Cumbernauld would benefit greatly if the town centre was redeveloped.  I don't 
feel the building should be kept.  I've been brought up in Cumbernauld all my life and 
don't remember the building being used for the benefits of the community. 

¶ Truly ugly. No merit. 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƘƛŘŜƻǳǎ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΣ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ōŜƘƛƴŘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ 

this is enough ǘƘŜ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ǇƘȅǎƛŎŀƭ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǎǘƛƭƭ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǎǘŀƴŘƛƴƎΣ ǇƘƻǘƻǎ ŀƴŘ 
archives are enough 

¶ 9ǾŜǊȅ ŀǎǇŜŎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨƳŜƎŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΩ ŜƴŎƻƳǇŀǎǎƛƴƎ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ŀǘǘǊƛōǳǘŜǎ ŀǊŜ 
abandoned, run down, unmaintained, and the units in the centre are so leaky and 
oǾŜǊǇǊƛŎŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ȅƻǳ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ǘǊŀǾŜƭ ŦǊƻƳ ƻƴŜ ŜƴŘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ΨƳŜƎŀΩ Ǉŀƛƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀǊ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
other for the only 2 shops that are there, the apartments are abandoned, most of the 
top corridors are abandoned and unsafe 

¶ "I do not feel the Cumbernauld town centre has any special architectural interest. 
It is an eyesore for the town, it lacks facilities and shops. 

It is outdated and run down. 
Most of the areas within the town centre have been closed and empty with no access to 
the public in years. A new redevelopment town centre would benefit Cumbernauld and 
its residents. It would make people feel proud and happy to live in Cumbernauld 
whereas at the moment the town is a laughing stock.  
The residents of the town want more retail shops, entertainment for families and young 
people who don't want to travel to Glasgow, and just somewhere to go for a day out." 

¶ It is an eyesore 

¶ It is a disjointed group of pods simply stacked together like children's building blocks, 
has no aesthetically pleasing looks either externally nor internally. The internal layout is 
dysfunctional and does not lend itself to inviting footfall to wander through its labyrinth 
like passageways and corridors.  A horrible throwback to a time of architectural design 
that was thought to be modern but in actual fact it looks highly unattractive and 
continually needs lots of maintenance to keep it from looking derelict. Please destroy 
it...for the good of this town as it can never be made into something that we can use and 
enjoy. 

¶ "Looks terrible, is very impractical and badly laid out inside, many leaks. The cost of 
renovating/ modernising would far outstrip that of building a new structure. 
Architecture has been well documented so will not be lost." 

¶ "Cumbernauld Town Centre is a dated concept that may, or may not, have worked at the 
time of Construction. However, it has quickly became dated and is now very very quiet. 
LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƴƛƴǾƛǘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀΣ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǳǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀǎ ǎǳŎƘ ƛǎ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ŀ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜ ƛƳǇŀŎǘ ƻƴ ŀƴȅ 
regeneration plans for the area.  
Most residents I know feel unsafe and avoid where possible.  
Cumbernauld had expanded over recent the more recent years particularly with the 
significant developments to the North of the M80. However, the town centre offer has 
not serviced this boom. The architecture and structural layout of the Town Centre plays 
its role in this demise." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻŦ ƴƻ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǘƻ ƳȅǎŜƭŦ 
¶ It is an eyesore, empty units, large parts no longer even used (penthouses). Let's in 

water etc. 

¶ When it was constructed, it certainly gained some followers as a unique design but I 
have always looked upon it as an eyesore. 



 

¶ I recognise the building's architectural importance, but it's an eyesore, an 
embarrassment and not fit for purpose. If it becomes a listed building it is just going to 
fall into disrepair and become dangerous. 

¶ It is outdated, an eyesore & not fit for purpose. 
¶ "It is a complete eyesore  
LǘΩǎ ŘƛŦŦƛcult to access all the various points (particularly with a pram)  
LǘΩǎ ǎƻ Ǿŀǎǘ ŀƴŘ underutilised , particularly the older part up at the library, that when I 
ŀƳ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǳǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŀǘ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴ L ŦŜŜƭ ǉǳƛǘŜ ǳƴǎŀŦŜ ŀǎ ŀ ƭƻƴŜ ŦŜƳŀƭŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƭŜŀƪƛƴƎ ǿŀǘŜǊ ŦǊƻƳ 
the roof and is very cold.  
The lifts rarely work  
It does nothing to benefit the town and is an embarrassment" 

¶ bƻǘƘƛƴƎ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƴƻǘ ōǊƛƴƎ ŀƴȅ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŦƻǊ ōŜƛƴƎ 
special! 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƻŦ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ Ŧǳƭƭ ƻŦ ƭŜŀƪǎ ŜǘŎ ƛƴǎƛde. Why anyone would want to list 
this building is beyond me! 

¶ "At the time of its construction, it won recognition as an outstanding example of town 
centre planning and modern innovation.   
9ȄŀŎǘƭȅ ŀǎ ƛǘ ǎŀȅǎΧΦ !¢ ¢I9 ¢La9Η 
LǘΩǎ ŀƭƳƻǎǘ рл ȅŜŀǊǎ ƭŀǘŜǊΣ ŀƴŘ the residents of Cumbernauld deserve better - more 
modern facilities" 

¶ To be fair. It is a very fascinating building & not something you would usually see. But 
ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳŜŀƴ ǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ƪŜŜǇ ƛǘ ŦƻǊŜǾŜǊΦ 

¶ "The building is no longer fit for purpose. It is an absolute eye sore and instead of 
attracting visitors it puts them off. There is a great opportunity to get locals coming back 
to the heart of Cumbernauld to spend their time and money locally. Also new people as 

Cumbernauld are prime location for passers-by from places such as Stirling, Falkirk, 
Glasgow and Edinburgh.  
To keep this and place it as a listed building would be a waste of space and more than 
likely will end up derelict." 

¶ Needs knocked down and something decent to bring people to Cumbernauld 

¶ This building is an eyesore and in disrepair 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ǳƴǎŀŦŜΣ Ƴŀƴȅ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƳǳƎƎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǿƻƳŜƴ ŀǘǘŀŎƪŜŘΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŝŀǎȅ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŘ 
your way around - like a maze! 

¶ It is an absolute eyesore and should be raised to the ground. It has given me sore eyes 
looking at it for the past 49 years and is so embarrassing when visitors come from 
another country. 

¶ "I watched it being constructed and it was a mess back then in the mid 60s and is even 
worse almost 60 years later, so lord know what it'll be like in a further 60 years. Its been 
leaking since day one and still is, which must be weakening the concrete, so it would 
need to be demolished sooner rather than later. 
This place is unfit for use and is shown by the very poor footfall of prospective 
customers. There are more charity shops than any other kind of shop and that speaks 
volumes." 

¶ "It is outdated, ugly and a complete eyesore.  
It would be like saying Adventure Planet is of special architectural interest." 



 

¶ It is of interest, but has long been a depressing dinosaur to those who live there. 3D 
imaging and a virtual tour capability would be sufficient. Overlays relating to different 
times in its history would be fantastic, but the building should go. 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre represents a period in Architectural history and culture that 
was limited financially.  As such, the development is functional but not aesthetically 
appealing.  When you grow up and around this structure, which has the appearance of 
an industrial tragedy.  This structure has left myself and my loved ones who have been 
exposed to the building for over 45 years, with the sense of living with a large ominous 
factory like object that is not reflective of the community.  The building is an eyesore, it 
is challenging to maintain and manage. A judgement, due to observed decay within 

areas of the building. The people of Cumbernauld deserve a modern building that will 
attract business and financial development. The existing structures existence should not 
be prioritised over the overarching needs of the people of Cumbernauld. Cumbernauld 
will benefit from redevelopment of this building once it has been removed from the 
area. 

¶ It has been changed quite a lot since it was originally constructed, and changes have not 
been in the same spirit as the original. 

¶ It is an aged unsightly structure that is not fit for purpose, with many unusable areas 

¶ It was innovative originally but has been changed too much by adding unsightly 'boxes' 
to it and has been allowed to deteriorate. It has never felt like a safe place at night 
either. 

¶ Ϧ!ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ƛŦ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜΣ L Řƻ ƴƻǘ 
Think it is remarkable enough to be of specialist interest and is indeed an eyesore" 

¶ It's the most hideous building I have ever come across and Cumbernauld has been held 
back for the last 40 years because of it  

¶ "It's fascinating to wonder why any architect would choose to design such a structure. 
Its only truly unusual points are: 

o A road runs through the middle of it (making it inconvenient to anyone trying to 
get from one side to the other). 

o The bizarre unused penthouse section that juts out. 
 

Otherwise, it looks like a fairly standard example of any other communist/soviet era 
building." 

¶ Its time has been and gone. Many areas are no longer in use. It is crumbling and in a bad 
state of repair. 

¶ The building has been significantly remodelled over the years with ongoing maintenance 
ƴŜƎƭŜŎǘŜŘΦ Lǘ ǿŀǎƴΩǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŦƛǊǎǘ ōǳƛƭǘ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴȅ 
economic use now. To retain it would serve no benefit to the building or town and 
would prevent the full regeneration Cumbernauld needs after many years being 
stigmatised by the carbuncle awards. Very much doubt it would conform to any current 
building regs or fire regs without further significant remodelling. 

¶ The building is an eye sore and in dire need of regeneration. 

¶ The building is not fit for purpose. It has aged badly and is way past its useful lifetime. A 
good town centre should be an open, beautiful community space not a dingy, brutal 
concrete monstrosity. 

¶ Maybe in its time but sadly ƛǘΩǎ been left to ruin and is not fit for purpose. It is a seriously 
depressing soul suckling place to be. 



 

¶ "It is a shame but if it becomes a listed building no adaptations to improve it will happen 
ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ƘƻǊǊƛŦƛŎ ƛƴǎƛŘŜ 
Its wet, slippery, dark and sinister at night-time.  
It needs to go!" 

¶ The various buildings and the add-ons that have been put there over the last 50 years 
were passed their prime in 1992 never mind the subsequent 30 years in which 
ŘŜǘŜǊƛƻǊŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ŀƴǘŀ ƛǎ ƴŜǾŜǊ ōŜŜƴ {ǘŀƴŘŀƭƭ ǎǘƻǇǇŜŘ ƛǘ ƭŜŀƪǎ ƛǘΩǎ ǊƻŀǎǘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ 
falling apart please it should never ever consider for listing 

¶ The building no longer serves the purpose it was originally built for. It is falling apart. The 
roof constantly leaks, and buckets are put out preventing wheelchairs, prams etc being 
able to safely use the 3rd floor amongst other things. An awful lot of money would need 
to be spent on it bring it up to a semi decent standard and no organisation has the 
money to do it 

¶ The building is an eyesore and having been built in the 50s 60s it hardly has any historic 
value to it. 

¶ "The present building structure is outdated and no longer fit for purpose. I do agree with 
ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ {ǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀƴ άŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜέΦ  
The plans to modernise the whole area and to upgrade the facilities to meet the 
demands of tƻŘŀȅΩǎ ǾƛǎƛǘƻǊǎΣ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ƳǳŎƘ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŀǇǇǊŜŎƛŀǘŜŘΦϦ 

¶ It's a mess and an eye sore. 

¶ The building is an eyesore and does not benefit the residents of Cumbernauld 

¶ "The building is very very very ugly, absolutely awful to use, totally unfit for purpose, 
dilapidated, drafty, unsafe in areas and a blight on the landscape.  
Cumbernauld has a reputation as one of the worst towns in Scotland but the town itself 
is wonderful. It's the town centre that give the place a bad name." 

¶ I understand that it is an example ƻŦ ōŀŘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǘƛƳŜ ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ Ƨǳǎǘ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ 
ǿƻǊǎŜ ŦƻǊ ǿŜŀǊ ŜǾŜǊȅ ȅŜŀǊ ϧ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ ϧ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ŀƎŀƛƴΦ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ 

special architectural interest 
 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŘŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǊƛŘƛŎǳƭƻǳǎ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎΦ LǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ Ǝƻǘ ŀ ŘŜŎŜƴǘ ǘƻwn 
centre. I only ever go if I am desperate for something. I would to other towns shopping 
centres as they have more and decent shops 

¶ It is an eyesore that has prevented the regeneration of Cumbernauld. Tear it down! 

¶ It's a well-known abomination. 

¶ The building is no longer fit for purpose.  LǘΩǎ a complete eyesore and is not suitable as a 
normal town centre. 

¶ The building has been changed repeatedly through the years, the special architectural 
interest was on an original design that never came to full fruition. Several parts have 
already been demolished over the years. 

¶ Whilst it may be if architectural interest it is no longer fit for purpose and is not used as 
intended eg penthouses uninhabited for many years. 

¶ "Horrible looking building. 
People outwith Cumbernauld mock the town due to the mess of the building without 
reading there are other nice places in Cumbernauld." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŜȄŀŎǘƭȅ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƻƴƭȅ ŜǾŜǊ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ōŀŘ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΦ 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜǎ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ purpose-built building. 



 

¶ It was a failure - what remains of it does not represent the original building - part of that 
fell into a car park. Additionally, it is now a hodgepodge of badly designed add ins. 

¶ "It is outdated and really not 
In tune with the needs of a modern community. Cumbernauld has a thriving population 
of professional families who regularly leave the area for shopping and leisure. A more 
modern town centre which reflects the ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎΩ needs would be a much better 
solution." 

¶ Outdated old and unfit for purpose 

¶ None whatsoever. It is an antiquated and shabby relic of a bygone era and not fit for 
purpose in present day Cumbernauld. What should be a proud and thriving flagship at 
the heart of our community is in reality an embarrassing disgrace in drastic need of 
modernisation. 

¶ Badly designed, never has been fit for purpose 

¶ As an example of concrete cancer and shoddy building projects done by different 
contractors over 3 decades maybe 

¶ This building is an eyesore & should be demolished to allow Cumbernauld Town Centre 
to be redeveloped.  I believe this building prevents new business coming to the area & 
feel redevelopment is a must for the local economy. 

¶ The building is a complete eyesore and not fit for purpose. I understand the motivation 
to list it as it was a new concept for the new town. But this town needs to grow and this 
centre prevents it from flourishing. 

¶ It's a monstrous wart built on top of a hill. A disgrace not functional an embarrassment 
to the people of Cumbernauld. It should be demolished before some moronic idiot sticks 
another construction which would be better built with Lego bricks onto it. More leaks 
than a watering can. A maze of dark stairways and passageways that stink of urine. Only 
an idiot with no connection to our town would want this monstrous building listed. It 
should be listed for destruction. 

¶ Bad architecture shouldn't be listed. Up until recently I lived in Cumbernauld and used 
the building a lot. LǘΩǎ a nightmare to navigate, easy to get lost, grotty and dingey, looks 
ugly from the inside and outside. Getting from one side to the other takes ages, I tried to 

avoid using entirely meaning a lot of shops are losing business from people like me.  
Please don't saddle the residents with this building in perpetuity 

¶ It is an eyesore not architecture to be preserved. 

¶ The place is an eye sore, freezing and stinks. 

¶ Eyesore 

¶ LǘΩǎ a maze and an eyesore not a great building to look at 

¶ It is an absolute eyesore. A concrete blot on the landscape which makes it difficult for 
Cumbernauld to develop good space which will provide healthier living and social areas 

¶ Should be seen as architectural style which never ever be repeated. 

¶ As a resident of Cumbernauld this building is no longer fit for purpose and doesn't meet 
the town's needs. It was a nice idea in its day, but the reality of this space is that it is 
claustrophobic, dingy, a warren and oppressive. This is not a great and interesting work 
of brutalism that should be preserved but just a flawed experiment that didn't work out. 
The views of the people living here and needing facilities should matter most. We need 

to remove this building so that we can have access to better facilities that will work for 
us, be inviting and welcoming. If this building were to stay it would thoroughly impede 



 

any plans to make Cumbernauld a better place for its residents. We desperately need a 
town centre that works for the people that live here. 

¶ The entire building is an eyesore and does not function very well as a shopping centre 

¶ There have been so many additions made to the centre over many years it is now a 
hodpodge of different styles and eras all jumbled together. 

¶ It is an eyesore 
¶ It has been and always will be an eyesore. It is a blot on the landscape and the chance to 

eradicate it and replace it with a much-needed new town centre should not be blocked 
by people who neither live here nor use it. 

¶ It was the first multi-leveled shopping centre in Europe and a unique experiment. 

¶ "There is absolutely nothing about this building that is of architectural significance. Local 
people want buildings and amenities that are fit for purpose in 2022.  
Please allow us to remove this eyesore and allow us to have a modern campus and 

buildings which we can all benefit from." 

¶ Whilst I appreciate the building is an interesting shape, it looks old, tired and 
unappealing to the eye. 

¶ The building is not only an eyesore but also unfit for purpose. Many shops have left the 
building due to the lack of footfall compared to more recent developments such as the 
new retail park at Broadwood. 

¶ The town centre is outdated and not fit for purpose. Time moves on and we cannot keep 
such a large building in the centre of our town just because it was innovative when it 
was built. It is I see no reason why it should be given listed building status. 

¶ If anything it should be used to highlight the mistakes that can arise from out of the box 
thinking. May have been a great idea and vision at that time. But a lesson can be learned 
when trying to future proof developments. They don't and will never last for ever. 

¶ "The town centre is a complete eye sore and in need of major repairs. Will be cheaper to 
demolish and rebuild.  
Who looks at that and thinks it should be saved, horrible building inside and out." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ŘŀƴƎŜǊƻǳǎ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ Ǌŀƛƴǎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƻŦ ƭŜŀƪǎΦ IŀƭŦ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǳƴƛǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƭȅƛƴƎ 
empty. No big high street shops mostly pound shops. Nothing to attract the people of 
Cumbernauld or bring people from other areas to shop. 

¶ The building is not fit for purpose and is degenerate to the Town 

¶ It may have looked good 50 odd years ago, but it is an absolute eyesore now. 

¶ "The building is awful. North Lanarkshire have given it love or attention. Sold it to 3 
different owners who didn't show any respect or even attempt to work together to 
improve. They let it rot.  
It is now passed the stage of repair and needs to be knocked down and started again. 
Residents of Cumbernauld deserve better." 

¶ This building is a failed experiment from a bygone era. It is a eye sore and falling into 
disrepair. The whole community would benefit from a significant redevelopment of the 
site. Everyone in the local area that has the displeasure of using the facilities there 

knows it is not fit for purpose. 
¶ LǘΩǎ ƘƛŘŜƻǳǎ ŀƴŘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘŀƪŜƴ ŘƻǿƴΗΗ 

¶ It was an interesting concept derived from altruistic notions of pedestrian friendly 
neighbourhoods, ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ǿƻǊƪŜŘΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ Lǘ ƭƻƻƪǎ ƘƻǊǊƛŦƛŎΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ 
embarrassment. Local people deserve much better - ƛǘΩǎ ŀ ŘŜǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ōƻǘƘ 



 

ƛƴǎƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ ƻǳǘΦ !ǎ ŀ ǿƻƳŀƴ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ŦŜŜƭ ǎŀŦŜ ƛƴǎƛŘŜ ƛǘ - too many dark gloomy corridors 
and passageways. LǘΩǎ not hugely accessible either - my husband is a wheelchair user and 

while he can get about the building it takes a fair bit of planning and the maintenance is 
often poor. It takes an extraordinary a lot of effort to plan a trip for a wheelchair user - 
where to park and how to get from one part of the building to another can be an 
unnecessary stressful adventure. We need something bright, well lit, green space and 
the ability to attract a range of stores and leisure facilities. Something the current 
structure fails to supply. 

¶ An eyesore 

¶ It is literally the most vile example of horrible architecture ever and inflicts a feeling of 
depression on its surroundings 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜΣ ǘƻǘŀƭƭȅ ŘƛǎƎǳǎǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƘƻǊǊƛōƭŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ LǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ƳƻǾŜ ƻƴ 
and develop something truly fit for the future. 

¶ It's outdated, a visual eyesore and as far as I know is not currently being used for any 
significant purpose. 

¶ The architecture is an abomination and horrifying to look at. As like most of 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ōǳƛƭŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ слΩǎ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜ ōǳǘ ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ŀƎŜŘ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǘ ŀƭƭΦ 

¶ "The entire centre - including the newer Antonine Centre - are the worst things about 
the area by a long way.  
The old centre, in particular, is not only terrible to look at, it is also a rabbit warren of 
aging, poorly designed corridors, leading to run-down irrelevant, and tired shops. 
Pretentious outsiders may claim to love the Brutalist architecture but they do not have 
to live on its doorstep or use it." 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳŀǘŎƘ ŀƴȅ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇŀǊǘ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŜȄŀŎǘƭȅ ƛƴ ŀ ƎǊŜŀǘ 
state or of much use to anyone 

¶ The Cumbernauld town centre is probably the ugliest structure in Scotland. The layout is 
confusing and there are lots of inaccessibility issues. 

¶ This building is a complete eye sore. 
¶ I studied Architecture at the MacIntosh School of Art in the 1970's when the 

Megastructure was in its heyday. By heyday I am referring to footfall, not popularity. The 

building was visited, on rare occasions, by fellow architecture students interested in 
concrete-brutalism. The megastructure was at best, the realisation of a vision, a floating 
city, based on the outline of a US Aircraft carrier photographed from a North African 

sand dune. At worst the megastructure is an so-called for carbuncle, unusable, 
depressing and composed of environmentally unfriendly materials that require constant 
adjustment to barely scrape beyond the reality of becoming a serious health hazard to 
the town's unfortunate population. I understand there will be a nostalgia backlash when 
sanity prevails and a new, more human oriented town centre emerges, but our children 
and grandchildren deserve far better than we received architecturally. The 
megastructure gas no merit as a museum and valuable land is being wasted. The town's 
population avoid its damp, rank-smelling passageways to shop, done and be entertained 
in modern facilities such as nearby Glasgow Fort. Cumbernauld needs a similar modern 
town centre. 

¶ "The place is an absolute eyesore! 
The people and town deserve far better." 

¶ It is a clear example of an outdated, not fit for purpose building which has now become 
more of hinderance. It has more than fulfilled its purpose as representing the 



 

architecture of its time, its design and building process has been well documented and 
does not now have to physically exist in order to be preserved. 

¶ If the building was of special architectural interest, then I think it would have been 
maintained and looked after properly and perhaps people may still have been living in 
the flats. The condition of the building is an eyesore and the people of Cumbernauld 

deserve a centre they can be proud of 

¶ The Cumbernauld town centre is the only place I know that is an eyesore very badly. It 
has too many vacant places and lots, no attraction to go there and will frequently rather 
go elsewhere. 

¶ "The building/space could be out to much better use. 
Lǘ ƛǎ ŦŀƭƭƛƴƎ ŀǇŀǊǘ ŀǘ ǇƭŀŎŜǎ όǊƻƻŦ Ŏƻƴǎǘŀƴǘƭȅ ƭŜŀƪƛƴƎ ŜǘŎύ ŀƴŘ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀ 
listed building" 

¶ Its outdated design is no longer fit for purpose. Fill with empty unit due to the 
challenges that retail face, this centre has little chance of ever thriving in its current 
form. As long as I can remember, the building had been decaying, with leaks that have 
taken years to repair, likely due to the lack of tenants contributing forward service 
charge costs, and owners reluctant to spend on an asset that that is majorly 
underperforming. 

¶ I have always viewed it as a hideous structure. 

¶ Absolute eye sore! Horrible building 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǊŜƭƛŎ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƛƴ ŀ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǎƻŎƛŜǘȅΣ ƛǘΩǎ ƴŜƎƭŜŎǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ 
purpose, in other older buildings it can often be seen to be beautiful despite being out of 
date, ōǳǘ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ōŜ ǎŀƛŘ ŀōƻǳǘ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΧŀǎ tǊƛƴŎŜ /ƘŀǊƭŜǎ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ƛǘΩs a carbuncle 
on the nose of the town 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ LΩǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŀ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǎƛƴŎŜ мфууΦ ²ƘŜƴ L 
moved here it was rumoured the shopping centre and adjacent buildings would be 
improved or demolished back then. 

¶ It's visually unappealing and will not endure or improve with age 
¶ ¢ƘŜ ƭŀŎŜ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ ŀƴŘ Ƙŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ƴŀƴȅ ƘƻƭŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǊƻƻŦ ƛǘΩǎ ŀ ƘŀȊŀǊŘ ŘǳǊƛƴƎ 

wet weather 

¶ "This has been a carbuncle on the landscape since it was built.   
The majority of the building is closed off to public and with so many leeks that the area's 
still open to the public are a joke.  
I do not see why any public money should be used to retain this blot on the landscape." 

¶ It is an eyesore now and gives our town a bad name 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŘƛǎƎǊŀŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ demolished 

¶ It's an eyesore 
¶ Eyesore. Filthy, old building, holding the area back. It brings nothing but ridicule to the 

local area and I gave no idea why anyone would seek to preserve or protect it. 

¶ It is an eyesore and become very dilapidated. 

¶ I ŘƻƴΩǘ agree. It is dated. Uninviting and dirty. LǘΩǎ cold, full of concrete and not a place to 
be proud of. It does not look modern or appealing 

¶ "The town and the town centre have been very very badly neglected over the years and 
no longer offers any meaningful benefits, shopping entertainment, no real reason to 
visit it.  etc.   



 

the town centre has had its heyday and will never get that back. Best to pull it down and 
move on.   

¢ƻ ōŜ ŦŀƛǊ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƘŜ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊǘ ǘƘŀǘ ǳǎŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜ Ŧƭŀǘǎ 
could be kept tidied up and closed off and integrated into a whole new shopping or 
whatever experience they want in this area. But everything else must come down." 

¶ It is an eyesore 

¶ It is an ugly building that needs replaced 
¶ Building is past its time. Really needs torn down and rebuilt fit for ǘƻŘŀȅΩǎ purposes. Yes, 

it may have had a significance back in the 70s, but the town really needs more now. 

¶ The town centre seems to be a hodge podge of different buildings. They are not 
aesthetically pleasing and there is so much opportunity to do better for the residents of 
Cumbernauld to create a modern and functional town centre.  I'm not sure I have ever 
seen an uglier centre (it doesn't even feel like a town centre) 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ and not fit for modern-day use. 
¶ The building is an eyesore, outdated and is in disrepair.  The ceiling has been leaking for 

well over a decade and if left as nothing will be left except charity shops. Time to look 
ahead and build a hub that will benefit the town and greater area 

¶ The Town Centre, indeed, all if Cumbernauld including the road system seems to have 
been used as an architectural and planning experiment which on paper and on drawings 

looked marvellous but living in the area it is obvious you need a car to get around the 
area.  The Town Centre is an eye sore and difficult to navigate. 

¶ I understand it might be an example of brutalist architecture, but it is not so special that 
it brings anything to the town, e.g. tourism. It's unwelcoming as you approach the town 
centre and I know most people don't visit unless they have to. 

¶ Having lived in the town for 41 years my personal opinion this area has never held any 
interest to myself or anyone else. If it was of special architectural interest, I would have 
expected this to have been put forward years ago. Also, those expressing this interest 

would not have allowed this area to fall into disrepair. 
¶ It's an old town centre. This part hasn't been used in years. 

¶ It's an eyesore and needs demolished 

¶ Regardless of architectural heritage the building is an eyesore, badly designed and laid 
out, poorly presented regarding facilities and upkeep, and certainly not fit for purpose 
never mind protective listing. 

¶ "I have lived in Cumbernauld 25 years. In that time, the majority has been blocked off. 
When it was open, it was not kept in the best condition. Now, even more so.  
Architecturally, it was voted one of the worse buildings. If it was a hub for communities, 
I would understand the reason to keep it. Unfortunately losing the building now is just 
blocking the community from thriving. There are no benefits to this building becoming 
listed." 

¶ Photographically its original form had been recorded for prosperity. It was of its time, 
but that time is long past, and it is now neither attractive nor functional. Ultimately it 
was built to serve the community and in its current form it does not do this. 

¶ I don't think the building is either architecturally significant or well designed for 
practicality. It is an eyesore. 

¶ The town centre has had additions to it over the years phase 4 and Antonine but it is 
very disjointed. 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘe eyesore. I would be very surprised if anyone pushing for this to be listed 
actually lives in the town. We need/deserve a town centre to be proud of. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ƻǊ ŀŘŘ ŀƴȅ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǾƛŜǿΦ Lǘ ƭƻƻƪǎ ƻƭŘΣ 
unkempt, and ugly. Inside, there is so much wasted space. I feel unsafe at times walking 
ǳǇ ǎǘŀƛǊǎ ŀƴŘ ǊŀƳǇǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǇǎΦ LǘΩǎ ŀŎǘǳŀƭƭȅ ǾŜǊȅ Ŝŀǎȅ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ƭƻǎǘΦ L ŘƻƴΩǘ 
feel it has been designed well at all. 

¶ It's an architectural eye sore we are way past the 70's look and it makes a mockery of 
the town centre building a brand-new side to the centre with that old clapped out 
looking thing on stilts cowering over you. 

¶ It does not hold any significant architectural interest. There is nothing of notable interest 
in the way the building was constructed. It may have been when first constructed but 
not with modern technology. 

¶ I agree that the building is significant due to its Individuality and unique nature. Making 
it a scheduled building may, however, limit the possibilities for community access 

¶ It's an eyesore, it does nothing for the people that have to visit it other than want to get 
away from it as soon as possible. 

¶ Possibly in the past, when first conceived, this would have been considered of 
architecture significance but not now. A town the size of Cumbernauld needs a 
functional modern space, not an eyesore on 40 levels with unusable spaces 

¶ "It shows how NOT to provide a decent resource for the people of Cumbernauld and 
surrounding villages. 
It is an eyesore" 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ Řƻ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΦ 

¶ It is the ugliest, useless, rabbit warren eyesore in Scotland. It should have been knocked 
down long ago and a new, inviting, practical space built 

¶ It might have been once, as you say yourself it has been extensively altered. Probably to 
make it fit for a purpose. It ƛǎƴΩǘ fit for any purpose now, you just need to go inside to 
appreciate that. 

 

¶ "ItΩs a dump. Pull it down and start again 
Worse new town for facility's in Scotland it has nothing . No cinema.no decent shops" 

¶ It is an eyesore and should be replaced with a building where you feel safe. 

¶ The place is an eyesore and offers nothing to the residents in the area. We deserve 
better 

¶ It is just ugly. 
¶ The Cumbernauld town centre is nothing but an eyesore, rewards for been awful have 
ŜǾŜƴ ōŜŜƴ ƎƛǾŜƴ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ 

¶ Eyesore. Get it demolished and rebuild differently. 

¶ The building is and always has been an eyesore, it's a source of ridicule for the town and 
should be bulldozed. 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀ ƘƻǊǊƛŘ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǇǊƻǾŜƴ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ŦŀƛƭǳǊŜ ƻŦ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀƴŘ 
usage. It therefore has not got architectural significance. 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ƛǎ ŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭƭȅ ŦƭŀǘǘŜǊƛƴƎ ƻǊ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘŀǘŜŘ ŀǎ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǎǘΦ 

¶ Unfortunately, the building is not fit for purpose anymore. The areas on level 3 are very 
intimidating to use, treacherous when raining due to the leaks and not a very nice area 
to pass through to get to the library. 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ ǿƛǘƘ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ǘƻ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅΣ ƳǳǎŜǳƳΣ ƪƛƴŘŜǊƎŀǊǘŜƴ ŀƴŘ ƻǘƘŜǊ ŦƭƻƻǊǎ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ōȅ 
a dark and unsafe passage and stairwell and old-fashioned lifts that pŜƻǇƭŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ 
use.   It has no community feel about it and externally can appear like a motor way 
ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƻǊ ōǊƛŘƎŜΦ  LǘΩǎ ǾŜǊȅ ōǊŜŜȊŜ ōƭƻŎƪ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǊƪƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀǎ 
are unfinished after all these years.  Inside I feel there are ΨǎǘǊŜŜǘǎΩ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ 

used and many empty units due to low footfall in these areas of the centre 

¶ The structure is an eyesore and an embarrassment, we deserve a decent Town Centre, 
one like the Fort for example open. 

¶ I am a CAD tech so work on civils projects and also a fan of brutalist marketecture in 
general. For me personally the place holds a lot of memories as my dad worked on the 
building, I worked inside the place too. But the building I knew then and remember is 
not what is there now. I get why some say it should stay as memories are strong the 
reality is most of the good parts I remember are gone now. The new shopping mall 

replaced much of what was unique. The part still standing was designed with an open 
roof and much of it is covered over. The brutalist style is now near impossible to see on 
the areas left. 

¶ LǘΩǎ not a good example of architecture. There are better examples of the style 
elsewhere in Cumbernauld 

¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld all of my life and although I can appreciate the architecture, 
I have always been in agreement that the town centre is an eyesore. I therefore think 
that the town centre should be knocked down and the area redesigned. 

¶ It no longer represents the original multipurpose function. It is an unsocial space with 
walkways that do not feel safe even during daytime. It is ugly and worn and has not 
been maintained. The shopping area is barely inhabited by Main Street shops and no 
longer attracts footfall. If this were to be designated a listed building, then we would be 
stuck with an impractical and dysfunctional building which no one could afford to 
improve. 

¶ It is an eyesore, time to move on 

¶ Although at the time of construction this building was unique with regards to its 
architectural significance, time has moved on significantly, and it has become outdated. I 
use the centre several times a month, and genuinely cannot believe that it is even being 
ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŜŘ ǘƻ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ LǘΩǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ŀŜǎǘƘŜǘƛŎ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ōƻth inside and 
out is very poor and is not in any way attractive. Although I respect that a few people 
Ƴŀȅ ǎŜŜ ƛǘΩǎ ŘŜǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŀǎ ŀ ƭƻǎǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƳƻǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ its time, the town 
badly needs regeneration and keeping this structure will severely limit the future 
success of the town. Currently residents need to travel to nearby out of town 
developments to shop or attend leisure and entertainment facilities. With the town 
expanding at the current rate, the residents of Cumbernauld deserve a lot better than 
the current selection of buildings can offer, and no amount renovation or restoration 
will paper over the cracks. It has to be replaced. 

¶ This monstrosity has outlived its time and should be pulled down 
¶ The town centre is a now obsolete building which is slowly being left to deteriorate 

while the current owners make whatever money they can from it. It is an eyesore that 

actually damages people's view of the town and as someone who lives right beside it I 
feel it needs to go 



 

¶ There is nothing special in the architect it is a complete eye sore. There are far nicer 
buildings and ones of purpose this has not been used to its capacity in many many years 
if it was I could understand it being listed but it is a building lying redundant 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 
¶ LǘΩǎ an eyesore serving no purpose 

¶ It is an eyesore, totally impractical in terms of use and would be best demolished and 
started again. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ōŀǎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀ [ŜƎƻ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŀ ŎƘƛƭŘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ 
¶ The town centre has been an eyesore and a laughing matter for so many years. Not 

many people visit it, and it needs to be flattened and rebuild. It may have been 

innovative when it was first built but now need to be moved into the future and be fit 
for purpose 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre is a poorly conceived building which has never been a 
pleasant or appealing place for the residents of Cumbernauld. I have both worked in and 
more recently since relocating to Cumbernauld visited the centre. I find it a frightening 
warren of corridors and empty dead spaces, a place where I would not want to be alone. 

A town centre should have the opportunity to be the bustling heart of a place and with 
the current arrangement, this can never be the case. 

¶ The building is no longer fit for purpose 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǇǳƭƭŜŘ Řƻǿƴ 

¶ Only to be used as an example of how not to build a town centre 

¶ It has been an eyesore for years. Among my friends, the idea, of it being of any value, is 
laughable. It is a daily reminder of the worst excesses of 1960s architecture 

¶ The centre is falling intƻ ŘƛǎǊŜǇŀƛǊΦ LǘΩǎ ŎƻƭŘ ǿŜǘ ƛƴǎƛŘŜ ǎƳŜƭƭȅ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜŘ 

¶ L ƪƴƻǿ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ŀōƻǳǘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǾŜǊȅ ƴƛŎŜ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ ōǳǘ ƛƴǎƛŘŜ ƛǎ ƴƛŎŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŜΩƭƭ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŀŦǘŜǊ 

¶ I don't share the existing attitudes that the centre is in any way of special architectural 
interest. Over the 40+ years I have lived in Cumbernauld I feel the building is tolerated 
rather than being vaunted as anything special. I feel strongly that the existence of the 
building and the sympathy which some display towards is continuing existence over the 
years has held back Cumberland significantly. Shopping facilities in the centre and 
amenities are dominated by the edifice and where other towns are developing away 
from malls or at least are renewing theirs Cumbernauld suffers from a 60's style tunnel 
overlooked by a structure which plays no longer any part in the regeneration of 
Cumbernauld. If anything, it contributes to a time warp status quo and presides over a 
race to mediocrity in town centre design. 

¶ itΩǎ a complete eyesore and not modern for 2022 and beyond, it may have been in the 
70s but has been left there and is outdated 

¶ .ŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƘŜ ǳƎƭƛŜǎǘ ǇƛŜŎŜ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ LΩǾŜ ŜǾŜǊ ǎŜŜƴΦ  9ǾŜǊȅƻƴŜ L ǘŀƭƪ ǘƻ ǎŀȅǎ ƛǘΩǎ 
ugly.  We would be a laughingstock to ƳŀƪŜ ǘƘƛǎ άƭƛǎǘŜŘέ ŎƻƳǇŀǊŜŘ ǘƻ ǎƻƳŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ 
beautiful buildings which are listed and which everyone is happy and proud to look at 
i.e. Cumbernauld Kirk & Dullatur Village. 

¶ It might be of special interest as a guide of what not to do. For residents, it's more than 
an eyesore, it's full of unsafe spaces and I don't think it has any architectural features 
worth preserving more than community safety. 



 

¶ There are numerous examples of brutalist architecture to be found throughout the 
country. 

¶ It is ugly and impractical, and needs torn down, not saved!! 

¶ The only significance is that it shows what NOT to do. This can be amply verified by the 
number of awards it has won for worst building. It has no cultural significance and 
should be used in books as a lesson on terrible architecture with no thought for future 
use. 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƭƻǘǎ ƻŦ ǿŀǎǘŜŘ ǎǇŀŎŜΦ LǘΩǎ 
difficult and time consuming to navigate. There are leaks in the roof. It looks ridiculous 
and makes the town a laughingstock.  The people of Cumbernauld deserve better. 
The bus stances are cold, dark and windy and not very practical." 

¶ It is downright ugly, and the building has been allowed to get into a state of disrepair 
over the years. The roof leaks in heavy rain and there are buckets to catch drips coming 
through the roof. People who use the centre have learned over the years to avoid these 

bits of the centre in winter if they can. The centre is NOT accessible for people with 
mobility issues. Lifts don't work, despite them being replaced, ramps are often steep and 
long. You can raise these issues with the town centre management, and they will 
apologise but no action is taken. It has outlived its usefulness and should be removed to 
make way for something better. 

¶ "This 'Carbuncle' should NEVER have got beyond the Planning Stage, how it was given 
permission to have been built is the biggest mystery of the 20th Century! It has blighted 
the lives of generations of people living in Cumbernauld who deserved so much better 
from Planners and now H.E.S is attempting to condemn further generation to live with 
this monstrosity! 
We need a Town Centre we can be proud of, one fit for the future. Blow this thing up 
asap." 

¶ It's a horrible place to look at, to work in, to shop in and to visit. 

¶ Eyesore of a building. 
¶ Think it is an example of bad architecture. A concrete jungle which has no attractive 

features. 

¶ The mega structure was one of many architectural experiments of its time, it hasn't 
been repeated so must be seen as a failure. 

¶ The building is an absolute eyesore. 

¶ Compared to other town which have shopping centre this Cumbernauld town centre is 
eye sore. 

¶ The building is dirty and in a poor state of repair. It is constantly leaking with buckets 
Place all around, especially the older part. No retailer with any sense would associate 
themselves with this building. 

¶ I believe the building was iconic at the time but has now become outdated and an 
eyesore. 

¶ A relative once visited and he thought it was a factory and could not believe it was our 
town centre. 

¶ I believe Cumbernauld Town Centre is a prime example of how some architecture can 
actually have a negative impact on both the community of Cumbernauld and how others 

view Cumbernauld.  It has won the Carbuncle of the Year awards twice and has also 
been the most nominated town, demonstrating from an architectural viewpoint, that 



 

others out with the community do not view the structure as having any architectural 
significance. 

¶ The building is badly built with leaking roofs / windows. Areas do not feel safe as walking 
ǳǇ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅ ŦƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƳŜŀƴǎ ǿŀƭƪƛƴƎ ǳǇ ǊŀƳǇǎ ǿƛǘƘ ƴƻ ǿŀȅ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ǿƘŀǘΩǎ ǊƻǳƴŘ 
the corner.  It is also an eyesore which has brought nothing but negative comments 

about Cumbernauld and has made the town a laughingstock across the whole country 

¶ the building is an eyesore now and needs flattened and a new purpose-built facility to 
bring Cumbernauld into this century. This I'm sure would benefit the area as a whole. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ Ψǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩ ƛǎ ǳƴŦƻǊǘǳƴŀǘŜƭȅ ƻŦŦŜƴǎƛǾŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜȅŜΦ L Řƻ ƴƻǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŀƴȅ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ 
it should remain. Any opportunity for it to all be demolished and start again should be 
eagerly accepted. 

¶ Originally from Banknock, I have shopped in (or been taken to) Cumbernauld over the 
last three decades. For the past twenty years, this building and the shopping centre have 
given a perception of Cumbernauld to people across the country of a deprived and 
unattractive town. LǘΩǎ totally undesirable and an example of awful Town Planning. This 
building should be demolished, and a new, green / innovative building should be 
provided. Alternatively, it should be demolished and simply nothing else provided in its 
place. 

¶ It does not serve its purpose, is dilapidated, not at all nice to be in and quite scary and 
dark if you are alone. From the outside it is an eyesore and doesn't look like a place to 
want to spend time in. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀǿŦǳƭ 

¶ The structure has already had substantial areas demolished and added and bears little 
resemblance to the building I remember from the 1980s. The remaining structure 
cannot be classified as historically important when large parts of the original structure 
no longer exist. 

¶ It is an eye sore, not fit for purpose and needs replaced with something the people of 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǇǊƻǳŘ ƻŦΦ ²Ƙȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǿŜ ōŜ ǎŀŘŘƭŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ тлΩǎ ŜȄǇŜǊƛƳŜƴǘ 
for ever. It needs to go. 

¶ It's an eyesore full of pound shops and opticians 

¶ Out of date, rundown eyesore.  Listing is not going to attract new business to 
Cumbernauld which is needed given the increased number of surrounding houses. 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŦŀƭƭƛƴƎ apart, and it leaks inside. 
CǊƻƳ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ƛǘ ƭƻƻƪǎ ŘŜǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŀ ōƛǘ ƻŦ Ψŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜΩ 
It is not a very accessible building and it looks extremely ugly" 

¶ It may have been a megastructure during the 60's, however, it is extremely outdated 
and Cumbernauld struggles to get many large retailers to come here. Perhaps of this is 
demolished and re-built, more reputable companies may wish to invest in our town. I 
have grown up in Cumbernauld and I would be very glad to see it go. 

¶ This building has become an embarrassing eyesore, any attempts made to improve it are 
fruitless.  The residents of Cumbernauld deserve purposeful, safe, inviting, and attractive 
facilities fit for now and the future not moth-balled, derelict carbuncle 

¶ This building is an eyesore and creates a depressing environment to shop in. It has not 
aged well and is the reason Cumbernauld has been described in a negative way in the 
media and in votes about worst place to live in UK 



 

¶ I live in Cumbernauld and find it to be a complete eye sore! We are the biggest town in 
NLC and yet to have any appropriate leisure facilities. People who are trying to get the 
town centre as a listed building are crazy. We want a new and improved town centre 
where we can enjoy it! 

¶ It may have served a purpose, but that time has long gone. LǘΩǎ an eyesore and needs to 
be removed and replaced with a more open accessible and modern town centre for 
people all ages. some concrete structures are visually important this is not one of them. 
Stand on a ǿƛƴǘŜǊΩǎ night waiting for a bus and all becomes clear. 

¶ The place is an eyesore. There has been little to no care for the building and anything 
that has been done is purely superficial i.e.. Painting. It needs knocked down. In this day 
and age in Cumbernauld people just want good reliable facilities not a trampy looking 
building that's 60+ years old. 

¶ "Whilst the main building has some architectural merit, given its brutalist style, the 
significant alterations and amendments over the years, together with the fact that none 
of the original use, such as apartments were ever fully realised, does not, in my opinion 
grant it any special architectural interest.  
In order to regain the architectural vision for the building, extensive demolition of the 
adjoining structures and reinstatement would be required. This is not a good use of 
taxpayers money." 

¶ aŀȅ ǿŜΩƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƛŎƻƴƛŎ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ƘŜȅŘŀȅ ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ Ƙas not been cared for. 
More mop buckets catching drips than anything else 

¶ As the town centre it is visually an eye sore. It gives the impression that the area is run 
down and to be honest if I hadn't have worked in Cumbernauld, I would never have 
shopped there as it looked dingy. As a building user there seems to be no logic to it 
similar to a warren with corridors leading to more corridors and dark spaces and so not 
designed with a customer focus. Very user unfriendly. 

¶ It is clearly of special architectural interest. I arranged a trip for a train load of university 
students from Edinburgh in 2011. We were able to access areas off limits to the public 
and take some great artsy photos of the former flats and other areas. We learned all 
about the lofty aims of the town centre and the wider New Town. 

¶ "The original concept has been trashed.  
Very poor construction, and over development without due design and planning care 
has left an incoherent junk pile of mismatched ""styles"" that benefit no one and 
provide no architectural legacy worth celebrating." 

¶ It is 2021 and the New Town as it was designed to be needs an uplift to a more modern 
way of living. It is an eyesore on the landscape, painting it blue did nothing for it. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƻŦ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ anyone in the town it is structurally and 
aesthetically monumentally unattractive and is not fit for purpose 

¶ "Even though I agree that the building itself and the initial idea have significant 
architectural and historical features the majority of the structure has already been 
demolished (south elevation of town centre) or been allowed to fall into serious 
disrepair. 

Possibly some aspects such as the penthouses can be kept and favourably integrated 
into future builds on the site." 

¶ Absolute eyesore. I rarely go to this section of the town centre. LǘΩǎ a mess. 



 

¶ The building is an eyesore. Layout is totally impractical if you want to head to shops at 
either end of the centre. Whole building and decor look tired. The building and 
amenities are unlikely to pull in trade from other areas. 

¶ It should have been turned to rubble 30 years ago. 
¶ The building is in a poor condition. Physically is it unattractive and it is taking up the 

space of what could be used for a really good town centre or other facilities. Most 
people I know travel outside Cumbernauld for decent shopping, therefore this would 
prevent this and improve the financial income for the area. 

¶ It needs demolished and brought up to date for the ever extending residents of 
Cumbernauld 

¶ I can't see how any part of this building speaks to the culture of Scotland, intact I think it 
is an absolute eyesore. 

¶ It's nothing but an eyesore. Badly maintained and badly managed. I don't see what 
historical reference it has. Knock it down and give the people of Cumbernauld something 
that can be used and is practical. 

¶ "I think it quite an ugly building and it's a structure is one which has been added to 
multiple times, all in different time periods and with apparent disregard for the aesthetic 
of the building and the area. 
While I appreciate areas of it are reflective of 1960s architecture representing a 

particular movement in housing and community, I don't feel it needs to be preserved 
and not in its current state." 

¶ It's an absolute depressing eyesore. Time for change. 

¶ Any semblance of the original masterplan has long since been lost by botched 
refurbishments and the abandonment of the plug-in extension policy, so retention on 
grounds of preservation would be risible. The site is loathed by local residents, presents 
a dank and depressing face to the world, and is perhaps the worst example of Brutalist 
architecture since the Hutchie Dampies were pulled down. Cumbernauld can only gain 

from its eradication. 
¶ Appreciate the historical value and architecture elements but the full space needs 

revamped and redesigned for multipurpose use for the people of the town. 

¶ I agree it has significance but I also think this needs balanced against the people of 
Cumbernauld needing a functional space.  I grew up in Cumbernauld and spent 30 years 
there.  The lack of a functioning town centre was a major reason for leaving 
Cumbernauld. 

¶ The facility is in a very poor state and is beyond all hope of remediation. Cumbernauld 
needs refreshed and this brutalist concrete relic is the 1st thing that needs removed.  A 
decision to list this building is completely at odds with the people that live in the area 
and have the misfortune to need to use it regularly. 

¶ It's a failed project and current residents shouldn't have to put up with this any longer. 

¶ The architecture is very depressing. 
¶ So much has been added, removed, and altered its no longer the original design. Even as 

a child in the 70s I never saw it as a good building 

¶ This building has been altered and added to so often it does not reflect either the 
original design or anything of local cultural or architectural internet. This application is 

nothing short of mischief to prevent the development of the site to provide a new 
school and leisure and commercial facilities which are more needed than a crumbling 



 

building way past its useful life. HES should be ashamed to be used in such a fashion and 
to undertake such a consultation is wasteful and reflects badly on the organisation. 

There is an opportunity to provide something the community needs and has desired for 
decades and for a small number of non-involved individuals to be given authority to 
decide is non democratic. Does nobody question why this has only occurred when the 
council buys it to redevelop, and not while in private ownership. 

¶ LΩǾŜ ƭƛǾŜŘ ƛƴ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǎƛƴŎŜ мфтоΦ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƛƴƎΣ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƛƳe for it to 
be taken down. 

¶ It is an ineffective and half-hearted attempt at brutalist architecture produced at the 
end of the period by copying features of existing buildings. Its limited significance has 

then been reduced further by desperate attempts in recent years to make it fit for the 
community it was design to serve. 

¶ I disagree that it is of special architectural interest. More like an architectural 
monstrosity. 

¶ I know it is deemed significant in the history of architecture by watching documentaries, 
but I feel the structure is compromised already by additions so not necessarily worth 
preserving 

¶ "Nothing special to see here, absolute eyesore inside and out. 
Cold, damp and dreary all year round." 

¶ I'm sure it's of interest to some but not enough to keep it around 

¶ Absolute eyesore holding the town back 

¶ The building is ugly, is largely uninhabitable, and is hard to maintain to a high standard. 
The various 'tunnels' make it dangerous for females to walk. The building roof constantly 
leaks from several different areas. It's hard to move around as well and people new to 
the building are easily lost 

¶ There is nothing special about the building.  It just a concrete structure that has been 
messed about buy parts being removed and internal changes that mean that it does not 

retain any of the original design ideals 
¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ƭŀȅƻǳǘ ƛǎ ŎƻƴŦǳǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŘŀǘŜŘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ 

completely depressing building and an embarrassment to Cumbernauld. Tear it down 

and start again. 
 

¶ "Most is a badly constructed concrete monstrosity like a prison (other than the two 
shopping precincts and the unique high-level flats) the shops are linked by a labyrinth of 
confusing to allow people spaces for people to move around in. I still get lost sometimes. 
Maintenance was scarcely thought about in the design with undesirable pockets 

everywhere inside and out for assembly of rubbish (including human). It also has an 
unnecessary dual carriageway passing through polluting the whole area." 

¶ The building is absolutely ugly and embarrassing to our area, residents are always 
reminded of this by anyone who passes through 

¶ I think it's an eyesore. However, I do feel many of the ideas of post war living are 
embodied in the building. There were some internal fixtures that were interesting such 
as the lighting fixture situated near where McKays was situated. 

¶ In its original build the town centre was an architectural example of brutalised design. 
However, it has now been added to & redesigned so many times that the features that 
made it worth saving have now been destroyed. Time for it to go. 



 

¶ The Town centre is actually split in two by a dual carriageway and offers no real 
integrated "Place" for the surrounding area. The needs of the surrounding population 
are not being met and the form and structure of the main town centre have become 
obsolete, and it no longer serves the original purpose for which it was created. 

¶ The building is in such disrepair and the upper levels are not used. The apartments at 
the top that made it so innovative were never used and currently sit empty. The 
Cumbernauld District social club closed in the 90's and now lies empty. These features 
made it innovative rather than the outside structure. It does not add value to the town 
in its current use of an excess amount of pound and charity shops. And in my opinion, 
the building as a whole puts off prospective companies in coming to Cumbernauld. 

Developing the site would be better for the town as a whole rather than saving a 
building for being innovative in the 60's. The building does not generate tourism due to 
its architecture, keeping it continues to degrade the town. 

¶ It is neglected and ugly. We need a bright modern town centre in order to encourage 
public to visit. 

¶ "This building to be considered as listed, in my opinion is a joke. The building is not fit for 
purpose in 2022. 
Disability facility are shocking people have to travel far further than able bodied. 
Entry via underground dark car park awful place one small lift or a huge ramp. 

It has been reported numerous times as the worst shopping centre. 
Shops will not come due to the Condition and dividend malls" 

¶ Winning awards for how bad the architecture is shouldn't be a reason to keep it around. 

¶ It's an eyesore. Totally useless inside, cold in winter and summer. It holds no appeal to 
encourage shoppers or community feeling. 

¶ The town centre building is not fit for purpose. It needs to be replaced with something 
more up to date, where there is heat and no leaks. The roads around to get into the 
parking areas are horrendous. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ŀƴȅ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ 
¶ Whilst the original idea and structure were once ground breaking ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀƭƛǘȅ ƛǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘΩǎ 
ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ LǘΩǎ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǎǳǇǇƻǊǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ǘhe community of 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƭǎƻ ōŀŘƭȅ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴŜŘΣ Ŧǳƭƭ ƻŦ ƭŜŀƪǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭκŜȄǘŜǊƴŀƭ ŘŀƳŀƎŜΦ 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜǎ ŀ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǳǇ ǘƻ ŘŀǘŜ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ 
centre 

¶ The town centre is a shambles. There are hardly any shops due to the rent which is 
astronomical for what you get. The roof has never been safe/good. When it rains there 
are so many buckets to collect the water that ƛǘΩǎ like a slalom course and dangerous 

when overflowing. It has now become an eyesore and the people that owƴ ƛǘ ŘƻƴΩǘ ŎŀǊŜ 
about keeping it up to date. Many times, the ŜǎŎŀƭŀǘƻǊΩǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŜƭŜǾŀǘƻǊǎ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿƻǊƪ 
making it impossible for people in wheelchairs to get around. Getting from one bus 

stance to another is now worse as the walkway between both stances has been shut 
now for years so you have to practically run from one end to the other to catch the bus 
and with the elevators down and escalators not working you are running upstairs. 

Parking is also a big problem and not the lack of spaces but time you have to park and 
also the road itself as its full of massive potholes that cause flat tyres and wrecked 
suspension in your car. When i worked at the town centre I was told I had the three-
hour ǘƛƳŜ ŦǊŀƳŜ ŀƴŘ ŎƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ŎƻƳŜ ōŀŎƪ ŀƴŘ ǇŀǊƪ ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘƻǳƎƘ Ƴȅ ǿƻǊƪ Řŀȅ ǿŀǎ ŦǊƻƳ 
9-6 and on Thursdays it was sometimes 10:30 to 8:30 and had to go to my parked car in 



 

the pitch black as the lights never worked either and this was 15 years ago and nothing 
has got better. I think as Cumbernauld has grown the town centre has not and needs to 

be demolished and a new plan made for the regeneration of Cumbernauld as it is bigger 
than it once was and now the biggest and most populated of north Lanarkshire but has 
the worst facilities of all 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜƭȅ ǳƎƭȅΦ 

¶ The place is an eyesore and has no architectural value 
¶ It is a horrible eye sore. You will seriously hinder the improvements needed in 

Cumbernauld if you give this building special status. The town centre in Cumbernauld 
has been struggling for years and this will kill off any hopes of rejuvenating the area. 

¶ The building and shopping centre is not fit for use and not user friendly 

¶ Even considering its brutalist features I believe it's of no special interest 

¶ "It is hideous and not fit for purpose of 21st century living!  
[ƛōǊŀǊȅ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜƭȅ ƭǳŘƛŎǊƻǳǎƭȅ ƭƻŎŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ƛƴŀŎŎŜǎǎƛōƭŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ŦŜŜƭ ǎŀŦŜ ƎƻƛƴƎ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǊƻǳǘŜ 
to it and very quite unsafe (personal safety wise) corners/weird ramps. 
Management are total cowboys take advantage of shop rentals. 
We deserve better." 

¶ "It may be a thing that lovers of brutalist architecture want to keep the building, but a 
nice museum somewhere should do the trick.  The building impacts ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ lives 

negatively and as someone who used to live there and has worked in the old side, the 
population of Cumbernauld deserve a town centre, not a museum that provides 
substandard retail space and a visual eyesore that makes the full town misunderstood 
by all and sundry.  It deserves a town centre that you don't have to learn how to 
navigate it because it's confusing until you learn.  
Cumbernauld has an amazing community spirit and is one of the best places to live (I 
only moved away due to looking for a one-bedroom house).  It deserves a town centre 
that reflects who it is now and serves who it is now as well as who it will become in the 
future.   
I love the history of Cumbernauld, but it shouldn't negatively impact its future.  How 
many people in this world would choose that bus station to stand at? Only those who 
have no other choice is who.  
Cumbernauld does not benefit from having a brutalist building at its centre. Let's make 
ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ lives better, not make decisions that impede lives. Cumbernauld is the fifth 

largest town in Scotland- Is history more important than ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ lives now and in the 
future?  I love historic buildings, but don't think a town should be held back by one.  
The town centre building makes /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ bad reputation, and it shouldn't have a 

bad reputation - it's a wonderful place to live. I always called it residential Centre Parcs. 
Let's enable that to become its reputation rather than have a town centre that is so 
dreary it is awarded the Carbuncle Award.  

I understand that Brutalism is important architecturally, but the centre has a brutally 
negative impact on Cumbernauld citizens. Please don't award it as a place of 
architectural interest - it will negatively impact ǇŜƻǇƭŜΩǎ lives." 

¶ Search Cumbernauld online and you will find pages and pages of people mocking the 
town centre and how much of an eyesore it is. It needs redevelopment 

¶ The place is an eyesore and not fit for purpose complete waste of space, should be 
demolished. 



 

¶ In my opinion the building does not feature unique features that cannot be observed 
elsewhere. 

¶ LǘΩǎ an eye sore and needs knocked down and started again 

¶ Absolutely not. It is a horrendous looking building, and it needs knocked down to make 
Cumbernauld a better place. Even with nothing there it is better than having this 
building. 

¶ The town centre is an eye sore and many people of Cumbernauld travel elsewhere to 
spend money. Myself included. I try to spend local as much as possible. I have a young 
family and I'd like to see positive changes for future generations. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƘƻǊǊƛŦƛŎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ōŜŜƴ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŦƻǊ ŀōƻǳǘ н 
decades. It needs pulled down and a complete redesign needed in order to provide any 
functionality for the next 20 years. 

¶ This building is an eyesore. It is no longer fit for purpose and is increasingly more difficult 
and expensive to maintain. Already, the current owners have tried to make it look better 
by painting it a horrendous blue colour. Half of the building lies unused, I understand, as 
a result of health and safety issues. The layout is completely impractical, which has also 
contributed parts of the building remaining unused. Building work, that was supposed to 
deliver a cinema in the building, changed in scope after a structural issue was 
discovered. The people of Cumbernauld have suffered through decades of having this 
carbuncle as their town centre, it is time for it to be replaced. 

¶ I do have an interest in Architecture and will always look for the positive, however in this 
example I can find nothing that is positive other than perhaps as a warning and an 
example that short-term, short-sighted vanity projects are to be avoided. 

¶ It is an eyesore! The whole thing is in need of modernisation! Maybe it would bring 
people into the Town if we had a decent shopping centre and shops! 

¶ "The building is an eyesore and offers no value to Cumbernauld.  
The local community are desperate for a functional shopping centre that they want to 

visit, rather than avoid." 
¶ I think it would've been or architectural interest but so many parts have been neglected, 

demolished or their use changed. The concept of housing an facilities in the shared 

space would still be relevant today but it can only be of interest if the original use was 
put back and investment made in it. It would've been significant but no longer 

¶ The building has no character and is very gloomy and depressing. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƛƴ ŀ ǇƻƻǊ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ǊŜǇŀƛǊ ŀƴŘ Ƴŀƴȅ ǇŀǊǘǎ ŀǊŜ ǳƴǳǎŜŘ ŀƴŘΣ L 
suspect, unattractive for occupation due to location/condition 

¶ The megastructure idea may have been radical in its conception however in practice it is 
dank, unwelcoming and not fit for purpose. It should be memorialised at best but any 
talk of retaining this building is absurd. 

¶ "Cumbernauld town centre is falling apart - it's cold, damp, dirty and an eyesore. Where 
it may once have been an architectural example of the brutalist design it is now an 
embarrassment.  
It is not fit for purpose and the people of Cumbernauld and the surrounding areas 
deserve better." 

¶ It is an ugly mis matched collection of bad design and function. 

¶ LŦ ȅƻǳ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ƭƛǾŜ ƴŜŀǊ ƛǘ ƻǊ ǳǎŜ ƛǘΣ ȅƻǳ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǿŜƭŎƻƳŜ ǘƘŜ Řŀȅ ƛǘ ƛǎ ōǳƭƭŘƻȊŜŘΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ 
for purpose and nothing about it is inviting 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŘƛǎƎǊŀŎŜ 
¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀ ŘǊŜŀŘŦǳƭ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ Ŧƛǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ΨŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ŦƻǊΩ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ŀƴ 

example of how not to design a shopping centre.  
Wǳǎǘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘΩǎ ōŜŜƴ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ōǊǳǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ōȅ ŀ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŀƴ ƻǊ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ designate it as a listed building.  
Lǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǎŜǊǾŜ its purpose anymore. The majority have agreed it should be torn down 
ŀƴŘ ƳŀƪŜ ǿŀȅ ŦƻǊ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴǎŦƻƭƪ ǿƛƭƭ ǳǎŜ ŀƴŘ ōŜ ǇǊƻǳŘ ƻŦŦΧ ǘƘƛǎ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅ ƛǎ 
ƴƻǘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ǇǊƻǳŘ ƻŦŦΧ ǘƘŜ winner of the carbuncle of the year prize(twice)" 

¶ It is any eyesore, run down, in need of repair, not fit for purpose 
¶ It was one day but we have archive footage for those interested - ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎǘǎ ŀǊŜ ƛǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ 

useful anymore and is a waste of space 

¶ It is an absolute mess. The worst of the worst. Not at all pleasing to look at either inside 
or outside. Not at all easy to negotiate or access and not a pleasant experience. It is a 
dystopian nightmare. Cumbernauld has so much to offer but instead it is an absolute 

laughingstock from everywhere in the country and beyond. Why anyone would want to 
preserve something so depressingly awful and unfit for purpose is beyond me. Get the 
wrecking ball. 

¶ "Terrible place 
Always leaking when it rains" 

¶ It was an eyesore when it ǿŀǎ ōǳƛƭǘ ŀƴŘ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ŀƎŜŘ ǿŜƭƭΦ 
¶ The original plan was never completed and what was finished has deteriorated so badly 

that it is of little architectural interest 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ ƛƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ over 40 
years ago was then still us out with the old in with new 

¶ It is definitely a building that is a topic of conversation but all for negative reasons. 
Growing up in North Lanarkshire it was always a building that was mocked for how 
unattractive and embarrassing the building looked. 

¶ However, Cumbernauld needs a Town Centre that is fit for purpose, if this can be 
incorporated into the vision for the TC then keep it. If not then it's time to go 
Cumbernauld deserves better 

¶ It's an eye sore 
¶ I was born in Cumbernauld and spent 34 years living there. The buildings played a 

significant part of my childhood and later life, and I obviously have good memories of 
those times. They are, however, horrific and the town deserves far better. 

¶ Whilst Cumbernauld town centre is certainly unique in its design and style that does not 
mean it merits special architectural interest, if anything it emphasis the fact that the 

brutalist architecture is not desirable amongst the general population, hence the reason 
it has not been replicated. The building also lacks any real craftsmanship, the point could 
be made that new building techniques were used in its construction; however this was 
purely to save time and money in the construction process and not to add the aesthetics 
of the buƛƭŘƛƴƎΣ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǘŀƪŜ ŀƴ ŀǊǘƛǎŀƴ ǘƻ ǇƻǳǊ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜΦ 

¶ It is an eyesore. Not properly thought-out unused areas that cannot be accessed and 
half empty space. It needs to be torn down and built to current and future needs. If left 
it will become an unused hell hole 

¶ It is an eyesore and has won the carbuncle award several times. It is outdated and dirty 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ ²Ŝ ƴŜŜŘ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƳŀƪŜ ƛǘ ǎƻƳŜǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇǊƻǳŘ ƻŦΦ 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƘƛŘŜƻǳǎ ǇŀǘŎƘǿƻǊƪ ƻŦ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΦ 5ƛƭŀǇƛŘŀǘŜŘ ƛƴ ǎƻƳŜ ŀǊŜŀǎ ŀƴŘ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǊŜǇŀƛǊŀōle. 
tŜƻǇƭŜ ƎŜǘ ƭƻǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀōȅǊƛƴǘƘ ƻŦ ǇŀǎǎŀƎŜǿŀȅǎΣ ŀƴŘ ǊŀƳǇǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳŀƪŜ 
sense anymore. Top floor where library AND nursery is situated is beyond repair, glass 
roof constantly leaking. Pigeons getting in and flying around distressed. Building is 
hideous. 

¶ It should be regarded as a dreadful error, a folly. I lived in Cumbernauld for 22 years and 
it was universally disliked. 

¶ Not only is it an eyesore, it is not fit for the purpose it was intended. It does not meet 
the needs of the present or future population of Cumbernauld. The only architectural 
interest there would be in the structure would be for people to learn what not to build. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƘƛŘŜƻǳǎ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘΦ 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƳƻƴƻƭƛǘƘƛŎ {ƻǾƛŜǘ ǎǘȅƭŜ ŀōƘƻǊǊŜƴǘ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 

¶ It might be the first centre of its type, but it also has little in it that you would want to 
keep or display to future generations 

¶ Although it is an example of brutalist architecture, I don't think that necessarily merits 
retaining it - there are plenty of photographs and film footage of the place. A lot has 

been changed about it, with various new bits bolted on so it's no longer representative 
of the original structure and setting. 

¶ It is a unique structure which saw a future that has not come to be 

¶ I find it hard to believe that anyone who lives in Cumbernauld, could actually think there 
ƛǎ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ /ŜƴǘǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΣ 
ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǉǳƛŎƪŜǊ ƛǘΩǎ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ ōŜǘǘŜǊΦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜǎ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ 
decent centre, not something that belongs as rubble. 

¶ The building certainly has some interesting architectural features which should be 
preserved in historical record but not as a living building as the architecture is not fit for 
purpose as a modern building. 

¶ The concept of a utopian all in one mega building was forward thinking at the time of 
construction and elements of the building would be hard to find elsewhere making it 
unique. However, I would not Consider all of the building to be worth saving. The most 
prominent feature is the floating offices/old apartments and could only have ever been 
better when there were gardens in top, but I have never seen this section open in my 
lifetime. If there was a way to reuse and utilise this section, it could be worth saving. 

¶ "If yoǳ ŜǾŜǊ ǎǘŀƴŘ ǳƴŘŜǊ ǘƘƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ŀ ōǳǎ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƻƪ ǳǇ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ ōƛǊŘ ƳŜǎǎ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ 
one reason then look about the outside paint touch ups empty shops no heart or soul in 
this building so sad as this could be such a fantastic shopping centre as it is in the middle 
ǊŜŀŎƘ ŦƻǊ ǎƻ Ƴŀƴȅ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΩǎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƻǳǊ Ƴŀƛƴ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŀǊŜŀ Φ 
If you go into Glasgow or other areas is there old shops still standing or are they moving 
with the times and needs of their community yes, I cannot see the beauty in this building 
and never have,  it to me looks like ship containers stacked up at different angles not a 
beautiful construction of beauty that I would want stop and sit outside after my 
shopping visit so many of our younger people are leaving Cumbernauld and this is a big 
reason there are eleven charity shops not what young people are looking for sadly. I 
would also love to know where the people live who think this building is so beautiful as 
it has won a few not wanted titles and what their reason is to try and get listed a very 
big mistake" 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΦ 9ǾŜǊȅƻƴŜ ǿŀƴǘǎ ƛǘ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘΦ 

¶ The only example it would serve is to show what NOT to do. 



 

¶ The building represents an architectural view that has not delivered what was intended. 
It represents outdated social engineering that has created a dismal and unpleasant 
urban environment. 

¶ Absolutely no interest to anyone I know 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǎƻ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ 

¶ I believe there is interest in the original area of the town centre from an architectural 
point of view. However, this structure has blighted the town for generations when 
regeneration of the centre has been attempted in the past it has always held the town 
back. Whilst I accept that some may find it of architectural importance, I think most 
Cumbernauld people do not hold it in any high regards. It's an eyesore. 

¶ It is a monstrosity which no one likes apart from people who don't live here or have to 
use it.  No one likes shopping there so quiet for shoppers which means no high street 
retailers are attracted to come we are left with cheap rubbish shops 

¶ I have known and used this building since it was first built. I am a fan of modernist 
architecture but this experimental building began to fail quite quickly into its life; it is a 
kind of architecture that demands people adapt to it rather than an architecture that 
serves; for a variety of reasons technical and political (privatisation) it is very far from 
being the building it once was in layout, shop fronts, attempt at a civic space, materials, 
& functionality. In terms of failure, it was always relatively inaccessible to prams and 
mobility aids, the layout was confusing and the civic space at the top was accessible by 
lonely concrete ramps, locked at times, and technical problems with the glass roof led to 
deterioration, empty and derelict space. Cumbernauld has never had a recognisable civic 
space of any kind never mind an accessible or a pleasing one.  I just cannot face using 
the library with my grandson. The car parks underneath always had a dark, bombed out 
aesthetic and the near vertical escalators and scarily unreliable lifts were legendary. The 
town centre has never been a place that promotes wellbeing and indeed the vilification 
ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ōŀŎƪ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩǎ ŦŀƛƭǳǊŜ Ǿƛŀ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƴȅ ŎŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜ awards 

has been a source of civic shame and stigma. This is incredibly sad in a town that is full of 
interesting domestic architecture and has beautiful green spaces. There were exciting 
aesthetics in the first decade of the building such as the Scandi shop fronts in wood, the 

use of colour in murals by the Bauhaus influenced Brian Miller, concrete reliefs, mosaics, 
and the brightly coloured use of rubber on floors and walls. I remember fondly the 
Bauhaus style furnishings in the library and some of the leisure facilities such as the glass 
covered bowling alley and others. However, almost none of that now exists. The changes 
made have been banal, ugly, cheaply done and destroyed those aspects of the town 
centre that interested and even delighted in the early years. It is now a dysfunctional 
shell of a building. It by no means reflects the original experimental design which in itself 
was very flawed. The cost of turning this building into a useful facility would be 
astronomically high and a very questionable use of any public monies used. In addition, 
changes in retail and expectations of cultural and civic facilities have changed so much 
that traditional shopping malls would seem to have had their day as useful buildings.  
The case for careful documentation of the building followed by demolition is 
unanswerable. 

¶ It's the modern equivalent of the tenement slums. Everything needs modernised after a 
while. 

¶ If the building had been looked after properly over the years and alterations had been 
made thoughtfully, or not at all, then I feel the building would have been more 



 

important. As it is now the building is a jumbled miss that is falling apart and not useful 
in this modern era. 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ƻŦŦ ƴƻ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ  Lǘ ǿŀǎ ŎǊŜŀǘƛǾŜ ǿƘŜƴ мǎt built.  It 
does not let the needs of the local community in 2022. 

¶ It may have been great at the time concrete is fine who's vision was it 

¶ Do not ruin the future of a quality centre by incorporating an out-of-date dilapidated 
building where the concrete can be deemed to be past its sell but in ƳƻƴǘƘǎΩ ǘƛƳŜ 

¶ {ƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ōŜ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜŘ ŀǎ its famous for how horrifically ugly it is. We need 
buildings that we can be proud of. Buildings that we want to work in and spend time in. 
Buildings that inspire us aƴŘ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ ²Ŝ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƘŜ CƛǊǎǘ ǘƘƛƴƎ Ŧƻƭƪ ǘƘƛƴƪ 
ƻŦ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƘŜ ΨǇƭƻƴƪ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭȅƴǘƘΩΦ ²Ŝ ƴŜŜŘ ŀƴ 
aspirational building to help regenerate the town. 

¶ Example of a failed project wrongly lauded at the time. Interior is cold, unsightly & 
unwelcoming 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƘƛŘŜƻǳǎ 

¶ The current town centre is badly designed, due to its age, difficult to maintain (e.g. 
leaking roofs) and not suitable for today's retail needs. 

¶ The ugly monstrosity outweighs any architectural value. 
¶ I recognise it was special when built but fail to see how it could fit into a new 

regenerated town centre. Sometimes, money and time for upkeep is not invested in 
these kind of buildings. Take Cumbernauld Primary, private investment is going to tear it 
down and it has Historic interest. 

¶ The building is an eyesore, winner of the carbuncle award! There are beautiful buildings 
of historical interest that have been demolished. This monstrosity is supposed to be the 
heart of our community. 

¶ It has been voted the carbuncle of the year many times why would we want to list this. 
We can preserve the image of the building for future generations and learn why we got 
it wrong. 

¶ Only slightly agree (not offered). I understand your is an example of a particular type of 
architecture but thus us well documented so doesn't need to be physically kept. 

¶ It is of interest but should not have protective status 
¶ Hideous 

¶ There is no special architectural interest. The building is completely run down and now 
vandalised. 

¶ It is an aesthetic mess which was originally lauded because "modern" was trendy at the 
time. 

¶ I remember the centre being built and grew with it, enjoying what it offered as a modern 
facility for a new town. Over the years it has been enclosed, altered, had parts removed 
and no longer meets the needs of a much larger town. It serves only as a link between 
two shopping malls and has too many long lonely ramps, staircases and closed off areas. 
It is not an attractive or welcoming structure today. 

¶ From an environmental point of I think demolition would be wasteful.  However, it is a 
hideous structure that is like a maze inside. 

¶ "The place is an eyesore, buckets everywhere to catch rain fall, freezing in the old side. It 
may have been interesting in its day, but times move on, and it's not fit for purpose.  



 

I ŎŀƴΩǘ see anything about this blight on Cumbernauld worthy of saving, there will always 
be plans and archives, look back on those. 

We deserve as the biggest town in North Lanarkshire to have a modern, welcoming 
space to carry out our everyday lives" 

¶ This is an eyesore. It does not contribute in a positive way to Cumbernauld community. 
Take a walk through the building on a wet day - buckets and wet patches everywhere. It 
is only of architectural value of it has fulfilled its original purpose - which it has not. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΧΦΦōŜŜƴ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŦƻǊ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ  ²ƘŜƴ ƛǘΩǎ Ǌŀƛning buckets all over 
the place some shops have had to close because of flooding. We need something in line 
with other shopping areas 

¶ It is no longer fit for purpose and is offensive to look at. It does nothing for positive 
mental health and wellbeing. 

¶ It is inaccessible by foot, and a complete eyesore. 

¶ Having been a Cumbernauld resident for 48 years and having always loved the town its 
only negative has been the totally dysfunctional town centre building which has brought 
several unwanted titles to the town negatively impacting on the town as a whole. 

¶ It has no natural flow to it. It feels like someone just added bits on as they went along. 
Away from the main shops, it is a warren of ramps, which as a lone female, often feels 
uncomfortable to walk in. There is so much underutilised space but again as parts are 
ǎǉǳƛǊǊŜƭƭŜŘ ŀǿŀȅΣ ǎƻƳŜƻƴŜ ǾƛǎƛǘƛƴƎ ǘƻŘŀȅ ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ ǘƘŜ ƘŀƭŦ ƻŦ ƛǘΦ 9ȄǘŜǊƴŀƭƭȅ ƛǘ ƛǎ Ƨǳǎǘ 
an eye sore. 

¶ The building is ugly. 

¶ Regularly voted an eye sore in national surveys and polls. Outdated and holding back the 
local economy 

¶ It may be for those not living in our regularly using the Town Centre. It is in my opinion, 
ugly and no longer fit for purpose 

¶ At the time when it was built it was a great idea, but never a good looking structure, but 
over the years parts have been removed, fell into disrepair bits added,  parts closed off.  
It just doesn't work anymore. 

¶ It is not fit for purpose and ugly to look at 

¶ "I have for much of my life (now 47) been an advocate for preserving brutalist 
architecture in Britain. I fought for Birmingham library to remain, I am originally from 
there and always felt the building had a truly great aesthetic and functional use, it 
always gave me a wow feeling to walk through it and use it. However, it was eventually 
demolished and has been replaced with new and shiny building, which I quite like also. I 
first heard of the Cumbernauld megastructure in the 90s and was one of the reasons 
that I was excited about moving to Scotland and working in Cumbernauld and also in the 
building itself as a retailer.  
I do believe that good architecture should be celebrated and some preserved as a stamp 
in time to demonstrate changing ideas and ways of living. However after working in and 
using this structure every day for a few years now I have come to realise that this 
structure does not work, its function as a community space DOES NOT work, in fact I 
would go as far to say it has no redeeming functional use, it is a building that when 
walked around leaves you with a feeling of unease, loneliness, ƛǘΩǎ hard to see how it 
ever worked for the community, try and find the library without using a lift and you will 

see what I mean, it is empty and reminiscent of dangerous underpasses where no one 
wants to go. 



 

The only significant design element is the top level, which has lost its impact due to the 
add ons and adding over the years to the megastructure, this element is lost and was 

never the best example of brutalism any way. I believe that really the only demographic 
that this building has that would see it as special are local people who may have a 
nostalgic emotion for childhood experiences here, it doesn't in my view hold any 
significant architectural value nationwide that can't be preserved in photographs and in 
books of how not to design a community space. 
I do surprise myself with how I feel, but after being here for the last 5 years and have 
now understand that the people of Cumbernauld need more, they need a town that 
works for the community because at the moment Cumbernauld is a hangover of a once 
brave new world experiment of which I applaud but has ultimately failed, Cumbernauld 
needs deserves to be given a opportunity and not left resting in the grave yard of failed 
town planning. let it move on, developers and council planners did many years ago and 
now it is a Frankenstein of its original 50s utopia. ƭŜǘΩǎ put it out of its misery and try 
something new." 

¶ "If it has any architectural interest, it is only to show an example of what not to build. 

¶ I am willing to bet that none of the architects who designed this concrete block live in 
Cumbernauld. 

¶ It is a blot on the landscape and its removal is long overdue." 

¶ The megastructure is no longer the original architectural concept that was envisaged 
and constructed fifty years ago. Too much has been demolished or substantially altered 
for it to be in any way considered worthy of preservation. 

¶ Think it's time to update the centre it's past its sell by date 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ǎƭŀō 
¶ In its state when first built it was of architectural significance. It is now in disrepair, 

energy inefficient and downtrodden. It is not fit for its original purpose. Please use VR to 
ŎŀǇǘǳǊŜ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ άƎƭƻǊȅέ ǎƻ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ Ŏŀƴ ŀǇǇǊŜŎƛŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƛŘŜŀΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜ 
people of Cumbernauld do not deserve to live with this building. 

¶ It's an eye sore unfit for purpose we need better facilities 
 

¶ I have been a resident in Cumbernauld for 30 years. I have always found Cumbernauld 
Town Centre to be an infamous stain on the Town and part of the reason why it has such 
a negative reputation. I would rather the decision was made to demolish it and 
therefore allow Cumbernauld to regain some of its pride again. 

¶ The building has been a scar on the landscape for too long. It has been awarded the 
Most dismal town by the Carbuncle award. The thought of it being awarded 
architectural interest ōŜƎƎŀǊǎΩ belief 

¶ Outdated, poor facilities. Crumbling external and internal decoration 

¶ The Brutalist movement is not only out of fashion with architects but is overwhelmingly 
hated by the public. 

¶ "You could recreate the town centre with Lego bricks. That's how blocky and ugly it is. I 
don't see massive numbers of architects or architecture fans visiting the Town Centre on 
a daily basis, bringing their tourism revenue to the town. If it was of that much interest, 
then why has it taken until the proposal to demolish it to ask for listing? Why has it not 

been given protection before? All of a sudden, it's important, when it was allowed to fall 
into disrepair for years prior to the Council plans. 



 

At the end of the day, any architectural significance could be captured in media format, 
for those who enjoy these things. Meanwhile, the residents of Cumbernauld need a 

functioning, safe and fit-for-purpose building in their town centre." 
¶ This is an excellent example of what can go wrong with modern thinking especially 
ŘǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ мфрлΩǎ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ мфулΩǎΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŀ ƘƻǊǊƛōƭŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ 

it sets is to show just how bad a piece of architecture can be and still actually get built.  
The town centre is the hub of our town, and we have to contend with this monstrosity, 
most of which is vacant and becoming derelict.  By all means make an accurate model 

and have that on display somewhere should anyone need to be reminded of how not to 
design a building and allow us to be able to move our town forward. 

¶ The centre is an eye sore there is little to no use in the building, it leaks and lack of 
heating. The internals are not looked after at all. 

¶ The building needs demolished, the shops are constantly being flooded smell of damp 
and ƛǘΩǎ an unattractive shopping centre which never attracts anyone from outside 
Cumbernauld 

¶ The lack of care and attention that the entire building has been given throughout my 
entire lifetime (38 years) has been appalling and it has led to the site falling apart, 
smelling awful, a health and safety risky and also an eye sore to the public. Placing this 
as a listed building is doing nothing other than dragging Cumbernauld backwards. 

¶ The worst building award is first option to disagree. Second being the lack of safety this 
building has, lack of heating, subsidence 

¶ L ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǘƛƳŜΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ LΩƳ ǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ Ƴŀƴȅ ƳƻǊŜ 
deserving examples. This structure has no redeeming features in my view and isa very 
poor example of architectural greatness. I know of no one who lives in the area who 
likes this building. 

¶ It's an architectural eyesore with no historical value and is fairly inaccessible and not fit 
for purpose. 

¶ An eyesore 
¶ It is a complete eyesore of a building and makes and feels Cumbernauld a rundown town 

centre 

¶ It is hindering the development of Cumbernauld. The area needs a fresh start so that 
residents don't need to always travel to Glasgow. 

¶ "Complete eyesore since it was built. Never been for purpose and I've lived here since 
1970. 
Has to go." 

¶ Maybe at the time it was built it was special, but it has been allowed to go to ruin and is 
now just an eyesore and embarrassment 

¶ It is an eyesore and should be demolished 
¶ It is an absolute eyesore and not fit for purpose 

¶ The town centre is an eyesore, the building does not function correctly for modern day 
living, the inner layout is unsafe for members of the public (i.e., lonely ramps/corridors 
leading to nowhere). It has been altered so many times over the years, any architectural 

triumph of years gone by is now long gone. 

¶ Offers zero to the town. Requires modernising 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ Ƴƻǎǘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘΦ LƴǎƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ŀǊŜ ƴŜŜŘƛƴƎ 
modernisation and updated. Cumbernauld is crying out for a outside space for the town 
centre and bring it into the 21st century. 

¶ This Cumbernauld town centre was built around the same time as other new town inc 
Livingston and East Kilbride where both are thriving, and we are left with the majority of 
shops being charity shops. A total mess. 

¶ "The building is an eye sore. The fact someone has applied for this to be a listed building 
dumbfounds me. I can only assume they have an agenda so that funds are redirected to 
somewhere which actually means something to them.  
Bring it down and start over. 
Cumbernauld has a growing and varied population which would support a fit for purpose 
town centre." 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ 

¶ The whole area is an eyesore and serves very little purpose. The town needs to be 
updated with properties/shops to cope with the ever-increasing houses being built in 
the town. So many families with children who have little to stop them having to go to 
Glasgow/Stirling to find entertainment or decent shops. 

¶ Place is an outdated eye sore with below average shops and is in serious need of 
updating 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƛƴ ŘƛǎǊŜǇŀƛǊ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ŘŜǎǇŜǊŀǘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ƻŦ ŀǘǘŜƴǘƛƻƴ ōǳǘ ōŜƭƻƴƎǎ ǘƻ ǎƻ Ƴŀƛƴƭȅ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ 
companies who see it only as a tax dodge or rent machine that nobody care about it or 
the jobs it could attract 

¶ "It may be of some interest to a few, but not the major majority. 

¶ It is no longer fit for purpose and has not been for many years. 
¶ Cumbernauld deserves better. The local economy deserves better." 

¶ I believe for something to be listed it should be something that is thought fondly by the 
local community. This is the opposite it has been an eyesore to the people of 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ мфулΩǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜ ōŜǘǘŜǊΦ ²Ŝ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜ 
new buildings that are fit for purpose and not the monstrosity that sits there just now. 
LǘΩǎ ƘŀǊŘ ǘƻ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƻƴΩǘ ƳƻǾŜ ǘƻ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǘƻ Ƨƻƛƴ ƻǳǊ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ 
because of this. The committee should reject this application and give the people of 
Cumbernauld what the deserve. 

¶ The town centre is disjointed it is unpleasant and is not fit for purpose for a town the 
size of Cumbernauld 

¶ This building may have been of its time but is certainly not a thing of beauty by any 
stretch of the imagination. Now it looks nothing more than an outdated eyesore and 
ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƎƛǾŜ ŀ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƛƳǇǊŜǎǎƛƻn on entering Cumbernauld. This is what got the 
town centre so many Carbuncles ŀƴŘ tƭƻƻƪ hƴ ¢ƘŜ tƭƛƴǘƘ ŀǿŀǊŘǎΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ƛƴ ƪŜŜǇƛƴƎ 
with the modernised premises surrounding it and bringing the town centre up to the 
current century is long overdue. 

¶ I do not believe that the original town centre buildings are of special architectural 
interest and in fact I do believe that they are an architectural disaster and a scurge on 
our landscape here in Cumbernauld 

¶ This is an outdated disgrace for a new town 

¶ The building is an eyesore. It's completely ugly and a stain on Cumbernauld. 



 

¶ Iŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ŦƻǊ ǎƻ Ƴŀƴȅ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƴŘ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ƎǊƻǿƴ ǳǇ ƛƴ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ LΩǾŜ ǎŜŜƴ 
the building deteriorate over the years rather than adapt to the change that is 
continuously happening in the town, it may be a listed building, ōǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎƴΩǘ ŀ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘ 
destination and struggle to see what benefit financially it generates into the town. 

¶ This building is not a good example of Brutalist architecture. It is a shambolic mishmash 
of many different styles thrown together without much thought or appreciation of the 
residents of the town. It has led to our town being utterly mocked by national TV 
programmes and is severely outdated for a modern, growing town. 

¶ The building is a blight on the town. The majority of the town want this building pulled 
down. Please allow this to happen and reject any listing. 

¶ It's ugly from the outside and looks in desperate need of upgrading. 

¶ The town centre is an eye sore and is not fit for purpose as a shopping centre 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜΦ 

¶ There can be no architectural interest that is relevant.  The building is an eyesore and 
has been left to ruin.  Take photos of it and move on with the times. 

¶ it is now an outdated eye sore that offers nothing other than charity shops or vape 
shops no longer fit for purpose I find myself driving to other areas for a pleasant 
shopping experience 

¶ The building is an eye sore and is not fit for purpose. It is frightening to be inside when 
ƛǘΩǎ ǉǳƛŜǘ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǇǊƻƳƻǘŜ ŀ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΦ !ǎƛŘŜ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǊǊƛōƭŜ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ 
ƛǘΩǎ Ǌǳƴ Řƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ ƎƛǾŜǎ ƻŦŦ ŀƴ ŀƛǊ ƻŦ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŀǘƛƻƴΦ ¢ƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǎƘƻǇǎ ƛǎ ǘŜǊǊƛōƭŜΣ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ 
prefer to travel to more appropriate shopping centres out with the area. Cumbernauld 
has a population that should be able to sustain a good town centre that serves the 
community and promotes a sense of community. 

¶ The building is of no architectural significance and has been an object of scorn for many 
years. You only need to look at the condition of the walkways and stairwells to 
understand there has been no investment in this part of the town centre, had there 

been any investment in maintaining or developing this part it might support the claim 
that there is architectural significance. 

¶ This building is an eyesore. Making this a listed building would have an overwhelming 
negative impact on the local community. This town needs to grow into the future and 
not hold on to worthless ancient relics that serve absolutely no purpose. 

¶ it was never developed properly and is now just an eyesore And this century needs a 
more modern town centre 

¶ Totally uninspiring structure. 

¶ Whilst I understand it was innovative at the time it has long ceased to serve the needs of 
the community and is very unattractive. 

¶ The original design was not completed and various parts have already been demolished.  
Whilst there may be some limited interest amongst the architectural fraternity there are 

ƻǘƘŜǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜǎ ƻŦ ōǊǳǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŀǘ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ŀs central to the well-being of 
a community such as a town centre.  At the end of the day this is a location that should 
be viewed as one that has to be utilised and its current design and layout is acting as an 

impediment to it being so as fully as it otherwise might be. 

¶ This building has been an eyesore since day one. 

¶ The building is an eyesore. Parts derelict, unused, outdated, unkept. It is no longer being 
used to its full potential. 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǎ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƛƴ its time but not now. 
¶ It is an eyesore and in bad condition. Leaking roofs, empty shops and if not empty 

rubbish pound or charity shops. 

¶ "It has always been an unsightly building. ugly from the day and hour it was constructed.  
it would be better demolished rather than the depressing building it is now and always 
has been. 

¶ It is not of architectural interest.  

¶ To make it a listed building totally devalues all other special listed buildings of our 
heritage such as castles and stately homes. This building will fall into disrepair and 
become an eye sore or more of an eye sore than it is now. And always has been" 

¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld since 2009 I tend not to shop in the old part as it isn't very 
inviting, and the building is an ugly eyesore. I believe development off the town centre 
will bring more people and much employment to the town. I urge the HSE not to give it 

protected status and listen to the majority especially those who live and shop in and 
around Cumbernauld. 

¶ LǘΩǎ an eyesore that should have been halted in the 60's when it was being built. 

¶ Although it was probably an experimental development at the time, it has never been fit 
for purpose - and buildings should have a purpose.  There are too many unused and 
unusable areas and the finances it generates are obviously not sufficient to maintain its 
upkeep therefore it has never been maintained sufficiently (or is unmaintainable).  A 
public building should also provide a focus for a town or area and this building attracts 
focus for the wrong reasons. 

¶ It made a statement in the past but has to go. Nothing to admire about it 

¶ It might have been at one point, but decades of neglect have left it an eye sore which 
should have been torn down 30 years ago 

¶ It is a dump 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀōƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴΦ Lǘ Ƴŀȅ ǿŜƭƭ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŀƘŜŀŘ ƻŦ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƻ Ŝ ǿƘŜn it was built but it is a 

complete eyesore and a plague on Cumbernauld. 

¶ The building is an eyesore and it various places unusable due to damage/leaks.  The 
shops and facilities are pretty sparse and has more charity shops than retailers.  As 1 of 

the largest towns in Cumbernauld its long overdue an upgrade and some quality 
investment. 

¶ It's a dump and requires regeneration 

¶ The building is an ugly eyesore and should have been demolished years ago. 

¶ "It's not of interest because other buildings in new towns look like it...just not quite as 
bad. 
A failed experiment in architecture that is no longer fit for purpose and need replaced 
ASAP." 

¶ It literally has won the Carbuncle Award. In fact, does so regularly. It's not a nice 
building. It's not a nice town centre in 2022. We have the option of investment in a new 
town centre, and I have spoken to literally nobody in real life, in Cumbernauld, who 
wants to keep it. I have no idea why someone would apply to have it preserved, but it 
wouldn't seem to be someone who had Cumbernauld's residents' best interests at heart. 

¶ It is an eyesore, it is run down and extremely dated, it lacks character and does not 
create a"high street" experience when using it. 



 

¶ I have only heard the "special architectural interest" expounded in publications.  
Everyone I know in Cumbernauld believes that a modern centre is needed to serve the 
people best.  I can understand that some architecture fans might believe it's worth 
keeping, but I believe them to be a very insignificant minority and the majority do not 
think keeping the centre is anything other than folly. 

¶ "It's an eyesore 
Plook on the plinth" 

¶ "The town centre is not valued for its architecture; the building twice won the Carbuncle 
award for most dismal town centre and separately finished first in a Channel 4 poll for 
.ǊƛǘŀƛƴΩǎ ǳƎƭƛŜǎǘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ  
L ŎŀƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ŀƴȅ ŎƻƴƴŜŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ ƳƛǎǇƭŀŎŜŘ 
nostalgia. The calls for the structure to be protected cƻƳŜ ŦǊƻƳ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎ ǿƘƻ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƭƛǾŜ 
in the area and view the building as almost a bit of a bad joke of which they are too fond 

to let go. 
CƻǊ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ǿƘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ǘƘƛǎ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘȅΣ ƛǘΩǎ ƭŀŎƪ ƻŦ ǳǎŜŦǳƭ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ƛǎ 
depressing.  

For years CumbernŀǳƭŘΩǎ ŘŜǇǊƛǾŀǘƛƻƴ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƎǊƻǿƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǊŜƧǳǾŜƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ ǘƻǿƴ 
centre is desperately needed. This building needs to be used and to evolve to meet the 
needs of our community, it does exist to appeal to the architectural community who 
would struggle to name more than a handful of the businesses the building currently 

hosts." 

¶ "Apart from being hard on your eyes.  
Lǘ ƛǎƴΩǘ saved for anyone to walk through later on. With kids hanging about and loads of 
dingy areas for people to hide.  
Not to mention the smell of urine in areas like stair wells and ramps." 

¶ While there is general architectural significance in the whole new town area, the 
megastructure itself is an example of something that has not stood the test of time and 
therefore should not be preserved. There is plenty of film and photography archive. 

¶ I fully recognise that as part of the 1960s development of new towns that at that point 
the building and indeed Cumbernauld was seen as a positive example of creative 

architecture. However, the building no longer enhances the town in any way and I would 
question the rationale for recognising it today as a positive architectural example which 
needs to be preserved 

¶ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ ²ƻƳŜƴ ŀǊŜ {/!w95 ǘƻ ǿŀƭƪ ƛƴ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ŀǊŜŀs, 
ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ōǳŎƪŜǘǎ ŜǾŜǊȅǿƘŜǊŜ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ Ǌŀƛƴǎ ƛǘΩǎ ǳƎƭȅ Σ ŘŜǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ Ŏŀƴ 
support the infrastructure of Cumbernauld 

¶ It would depend on the meaning of special. Personally, it holds no interest for me other 
than an eye sore. It's lack of light, poor upkeep and strange composition all stir negative 
emotions. I can see some people using the special as I would imagine there are not many 
structures like it around. 

¶ The design of the town centre currently is hideous and not at all practical. 

¶ Has no significant interest.  The building is an eyesore, embarrassing for resident of 
Cumbernauld and preserving a concrete monstrosity is not appropriate when more 
modern, environmentally friendly buildings could replace it. 

¶ It's a complete eyesore that is the reason that Cumbernauld has won the carbuncle 
award twice 



 

¶ The building is unsightly and a flight on the landscape. The interior is rambling and 
confusing to navigate making the whole shopping experience uninspiring. 

¶ listed building are much more complex to look after (as they are older and cost so much 
more time effort and money) in the long run unless hundreds of thousands are ploughed 
into the building they will eventually need pulled down that's after they crumble so let's 
put it out its misery and pulled it down under controlled time and effort. learn from the 
past and move on.by doing this we can improve the facilities hopefully get much more 
foot fall which can bring more money and keep the community from going elsewhere 
and hopefully keeping then in the area and not moving away.  we need to start looking 
at keeping people in the towns and villages where they work and grown with their 

families 
¶ Ϧ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ǎŜŜƴ ŀǎ ΨƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛǾŜΩ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ слǎ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ 

the modern era. It is old and tired and no no longer fit for purpose.  

Preservation of the structure would serve no useful purpose. The town centre has held 
the town back for decades" 

¶ In its heyday it was brilliant, like the old high rise multi story housing it's now outdated 

¶ It's an ugly eyesore of a building. 

¶ The Cumbernauld town centre was literally voted the worst architectural design in all of 
Scotland 

¶ It is not interesting nor a good example of stylish architecture 
¶ The whole of the New Town of Cumbernauld played a significant role in the history of 

New Towns in Scotland from when it was first designated as such. The principles of the 

original Town Centre and its design were very much a part of its time, and of the town 
planning principles of live, work and play in the central environment. 

¶ It is a monstrosity of a building and is not fit for purpose.  Cumbernauld needs decent 
facilities for people 

¶ Whilst the original design was an amazing concept, it just doesn't work as a Town Centre 
now. I love Cumbernauld, but not the Town Centre. The Megastructure is an eyesore 
and has been part of the reason the town has been designated a "carbuncle". We need 
something more relevant and useful in that space to serve the local community. 

¶ This is a concrete monstrosity,  Irene is ugly an absolute embarrassing sight to people 
living or visiting this town. It is not user friendly and is a seriously uninviting image for 
future footfall in relation to shops and more so a series lack of social services such as 
dining and communal areas for casual recreation  . 

¶ Whilst an unusual design the building has outlived its usefulness 
¶ It is an abomination that is disintegrating before our eyes. It smells of decay and is a 

death trap. If any architecture geeks want to preserve it, they can dismantle it and 
preserve it someplace else. It is s blot on the landscape and an utter embarrassment to 
Cumbernauld that holds the place back from providing amenities local residents need. 
People refuse to go in it and shop elsewhere due to its stupid layout and state of 
disrepair. I hate it. 

¶ "The building itself is no longer fit for purpose and isn't getting the best use out of it 
currently.  
It takes up too much space for this to be left in its current condition, when more modern 
ideas could see better use. 
After alterations it has ended up as a maze of different paths that really don't go where 
you want." 



 

¶ "It is unique structure however it needs to be demolished. 
The new town centre could incorporate some of the original design features." 

¶ It looks terrible, it leaks and is out of date. It has dark and dingy areas which look 
appalling. Everyone talks about it in a negative manner, and it wins every award for 
worst looking town centre. It is an embarrassment. It is disjointed and has no flow to it 
and the sections have no flowing link to each other. There are many wasted areas and it 
never attracts decent shops. Having lived her for 48 years, I know very few people who 
shop here for a night out outfit or birthday present. It has been needing rebuilt for many 
years, not preserved. It is an eyesore and the people of Cumbernauld deserve better. 

¶ It is the most horrible place on earth. I hate having to use this building and never feel 
safe when using it. 

¶ There is nothing of significance left in the town centre 
¶ The centre has won the award for the worst town centre on numerous occasions. If you 

ask the residents the people who actually use shop there they hate it / are embarrassed 

ōȅ ƛǘΣ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǇ ǘŜƴ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŜŘ ǇƭŀŎŜǎ ƛƴ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΦ [ŜǘΩǎ ƎƛǾŜ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ 
ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇǊƻǳŘ ƻŦΦ LǘΩǎ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴ ƴƻǘ ŜǾŜǊȅǘƘƛƴƎ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘƛƳŜΣ ŜƳōǊŀŎŜŘ 
what is good but get rid of what does not work 60 years on, the world and the 
community have moved on 

¶ "It is an eyesore, very dated and not fit for purpose.  
I think this needs to be looked at sensibly- realistically how many people study the 
current building for its architectural qualities? Probably very few.  
How many people would benefit from the regeneration of the site? Thousands 
throughout Cumbernauld and north Lanarkshire including businesses who would 
inevitably see higher footfall if the building was modernised vastly." 

¶ It is an eyesore, and the design is not fit for purpose. LǘΩǎ a blot on the landscape and 
whilst it may have been innovative at the time of design, the building has had large areas 
which have not been utilised and been inaccessible for decades. 

¶ The building is an eyesore, it is in disrepair and as a community we need to move 
towards the future for everyone's needs. The new proposal offers so much more and 
would hopefully bring in new investors for our town which is greatly needed. 

 

¶ It has been an eyesore and very dated for many years now I think ƛǘΩǎ time to come 
down and replaced with something a lot more modern 

¶ It's an eyesore. Please demolish it. 
¶ It is an eyesore in the present day and was not built properly in line with its original 

concept 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ Ǝƛŀƴǘ ŎŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƻŦ Cumbernauld. 

¶ I think ƛǘΩǎ a horrible, old building that needs demolished to make way for better 
facilities. 

¶ LǘΩǎ not used for the purpose it was built. It is an eye sore it leaks there has always for as 
long as I can remember been buckets put down to catch rain. The area needs something 
positive something to be proud of something to feel like council care what happens in 
Cumbernauld rather than feeling the poor side of Lanarkshire. Its ugly 

¶ It is now not fit for purpose and is preventing the development of the new town into a 
centre to meet the needs of dirtier generations 



 

¶ It may be a design of its time, but it is neither worth keeping nor fit for purpose. It is 
brutal in design and reflects poorly on the town. Psychologically it has a depressive 
effect on me every time I see it. We should look to a renewed future does not dwell in 
preserving ugly buildings of the past. 

¶ Cumbernauld needs a makeover it actually is quite a depressing looking structure and I 
have visited this area only twice for that reason. People I know don't visit Cumbernauld 
at all because of that building they go to other towns. To bring money into any 
community a Town Centre has to be inviting. Why would anyone want to list this 
horrible building?? 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ǎǘƻƻŘ ǘƘŜ ǘŜǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƛƳŜ ŀƴŘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻ ǿƻǊǘƘ ƛƴ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾƛƴƎ ƛǘΦ ¢ƘŜ 
ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ŜǾƻƭǾŜŘ ǘƻ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ Řŀȅ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ 
architecture tƘŀǘ ƛǎƴΩǘ ǎŀŦŜΣ attractive, and environmentally friendly.  Keeping this 
building would be upsetting for most of the residents of Cumbernauld. 

¶ Its concrete brutalism is not unique. The original 1960s structure has already been 
added to, subtracted from, and changed in many ways over the years. 

¶ Had its day in the sun. No longer fit for purpose and an eyesore. 

¶ Eyesore, a thriving town centre should be built next to train and bus station. All you have 
to observe with Cumbernauld town centre is charity shops and low public turn out. If 
bus and train station available, you would have the passing through customers trade 
rather online. 

¶ It is, in relation to what it was at the time it was built, but that's not a good enough 
reason to preserve it 

¶ The old town centre is an eye sore and does not encourage new business or people to 
come and spend money, it is now full of empty shops and charity shops 

¶ At the time of development, it may have been cutting edge architecture, however over 
the years ƛǘΩǎ been neglected and is nothing short of a carbuncle on the landscape 

¶ I am very interested in architecture and am aware of the past fame of the Cumbernauld 
Town Centre, but sometimes good intentions end up being not so good in the long run. I 
remember when we moved into the area, and I tried to cross the main road in the town 
centre from one side to another. I got totally lost in the endless corridors and was in 

tears until I finally found my way to the other side. This feeling of frustration has never 
left me, it comes back every time I visit the town centre, in spite of the fact I can now 
negotiate my way between the buildings. This is 17 years after that initial experience. 

There is so much wasted space, scary empty corridors, and a feeling of being lost and 
alone - this is architecture that is not worth keeping, in spite of the original creative 
ideas and good intentions. Sometimes we just have to let things go and this is one of 
those cases. It is better to create an uplifting, beautiful, happy and innovative place for 
the local residents rather than maintain as a monument the old structure that, 
unfortunately, even after being painted, still remains an eye sore and has in it a feeling 
of sadness and something having gone drastically wrong. Listing the buildings will only 
settle these sad and depressing feelings and total lack of beauty into concrete which is 
not fair to the local people. 

¶ "The building is an eyesore  
Facilities unfit for purpose  
There is nothing for young people worth talking about because the centre as it stands, 
does not create a community, it doesn't inspire community, I would argue that it has left 
Cumbernauld without a soul and community heart." 



 

¶ "This town centre is terrible to look at, terrible to use and terrible to live nearby. It is 
brutalist concrete architecture that should be recognised as a mistake and torn down. It 
is not for no reason it has been voted as the UK's worst building twice. 
To suggest it is saved as of special architectural significance is quite frankly a joke, and 
more than likely has been nominated as such." 

¶ Although Cumbernauld town centre is a well-known mess of a structure it is not 
practical for the communities that live here. Young people in the area deserve better, 
often we have to go to Glasgow to access many different things we need. The town 
centre is a mess and has to be changed 

¶ It is a hotchpotch of different styles. 

¶ That why it's so interesting, it's awful. this why you don't build shopping centres like 
that. 

¶ The building is an eyesore and is not fit for purpose. It is cold draughty and leaks when 
ǊŀƛƴƛƴƎΦ LǘΩǎ ǳƴǎŀŦŜ ƛŦ ȅƻǳ ƘŀǾŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ ōŜ ƛƴ ƛǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜǾŜƴƛƴƎΦ Lǘ Ƙŀǎ ǘƻƻ Ƴŀƴȅ ōƭƛƴŘ 

spots in which people could easily be robbed or attacked and as an elderly lady having 
been waiting for a bus alone at night, I found it a very frightening experience. There are 
too many passageways and stairwells which are used by some for urinating It is 
rundown, dirty and an embarrassment to the town. The people of Cumbernauld deserve 
better. 

¶ It was futuristic at the time, in a Dan Dare sort ƻŦ ǿŀȅΦ .ǳǘ ƴƻǿ ƛǘΩǎ ŀ laughingstock. 

¶ "The building is long been an eye sore.  It has major phase on phase redevelopment, so 
it is not all one cohesive architectural building.  
It is fragmented by a road which cuts through the middle of it.  The building in essence 
has gained notoriety only for its ugly exterior.  To request it is preserved would not only 
be wrong, but it would be a further insult to people of Cumbernauld forced to live with 
its outdated look forcing us to deal with the considerable negative press long associated 
with it." 

¶ Do not fully understand criteria for special architectural interest however if this is 
relevant it would be purely of academic interest and certainly not of interest to the 
residents of Cumbernauld 

¶ I don't know anything about architecture, so I'm not qualified to make a judgement. My 
personal opinion is that it's ugly and not fit for purpose. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƛǎƴΩǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ƘƛŘŜƻǳǎƭȅ ǳƎƭȅ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǎƴΩǘ ōǳƛƭǘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƴȅ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ 
future planning. Pull it down! 

¶ it is half empty, the roof leaks and is an eyesore 

¶ It is a total eyesore and should be demolished to make way for something better. 

¶ It has been modified from the original. It is not linked to its immediate environment and 
does not enhance it.  The brutalist form could be preserved otherwise in photographs, 
incorporation of small examples into a new scheme. 

¶ "The building is an eyesore.  
It has significantly hampered the development of the town and the social dynamic and 
development of Cumbernauld. 
Unwelcoming, intimidating, harsh and soulless it can't be allowed to hold the town and 
its residents back any longer." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ laughingstock of western Scotland, demolish it and give us a 
functional town centre that people actually want to go to. 



 

¶ This building has been unthoughtfully added on to over the years in place of maintaining 
the original building. There is not much of the original building that could be 
economically repaired. 

¶ Whilst it may have been of interest at the time of building it is an eyesore and creates a 
depressing environment to live in. This is not a building worthy of listing. It is a reason to 
be embarrassed about living in Cumbernauld and should be demolished 

¶ The design of the new town is of special architectural interest, but the town centre 
building is just one part of this. The layout of the town centre and surround area are of 
interest however the building itself is kit a good example as it has failed to function for 
many years. I do not think that failures should be upheld as special interests 

¶ Shitehole 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŦŜŜƭǎ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ǇƭŀŎŜΦ 

¶ The place is falling apart, more leeks in the roof than anything, no decent shops or any 
major supplier interested in opening up a shop in it 

¶ It is an eyesore in the middle of our town. The building is falling apart and, there are no 
decent facilities or shops. 

¶ It is no longer used in the large part, it's very unsightly and has been ill maintained for 
years 

¶ The building is of no architectural interest to me or my family. We live in the county and 
regularly use Cumbernauld for the shops. The sooner the building is knocked down and 
the centre redeveloped the better so that this sizeable town can get the amenities and 
services its residents deserve. 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀ άƳƛǎƘ ƳŀǎƘέ ƻŦ ǇƘŀǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ŀ ōƭƛƎƘǘ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦ Lǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ 
been demolished decades ago if the CDC and then the NLC had any real plan and 
foresight as to what should be serving the growing population of Cumbernauld at its 
centre. 

¶ Agree it is of special architecture interest to architectures, however Joe Public just wants 
it replaced. It is not of architectural interest to those who use centre every. 

¶ My understanding is the centre was innovative at the time of development. 

¶ It is an absolute eyesore and I cannot see how it could possibly be of architectural 
interest other than something never to be repeated. 

¶ The building is an eyesore, it is not readily accessible and not a nice place to shop in and 
around 

¶ It has no architectural interest it falling to bits the third floor where it used to be cdc and 
all the flats are now not in use place is falling apart 

¶ Totally not relevant today 

¶ It is a Mish mash if broken leaky concrete with filthy areas inside that can't be used and 
filthy pigeon infested car parking it is a total dump and eyesore no maintenance has ever 
been done to the old parts and it shows its rotting away 

¶ This building is disjointed and an eyesore 
¶ The building is a disaster. A blot upon the town, and incredibly difficult to navigate. It 

feels unsafe, especially for vulnerable individuals in lonely, windswept, leaking, and 

abandoned corners. It's a completely ineffective town centre, dilapidated and has not 
been fit for purpose for decades. It's a wholly impractical facility. 

¶ Very little of the original design is still there or in use today. 



 

¶ I grew up in Cumbernauld. It's an utter monstrosity of a building. Demolish it and 
regenerate it with the community driving this. A new 21st century Eco Village the town 
can be proud of. Inspire young minds and get our young people to co-design it. 

¶ The building is extremely unattractive. It is not fit for purpose, has been poorly 
maintained.  The building is badly designed for easy access to all shops and to bus stops, 
virtually impossible for anyone disable to navigate. 

¶ "It is different in the way a town centre is normally open, but this is all enclosed. It is not 
pretty from the outside and not welcoming. 
Just looks plain and a bit of an eyesore.  
Only thing I would say is a positive is that it makes good use of space upwards above the 
ground level." 

¶ It is an example of designing a building without an eye to future community needs. Parts 
of the building has had to be demolished about 20 years ago. The hotel burnt down 
many years ago ƛǘΩǎ just an eyesore and is stopping our community from moving on. 

¶ It is an eyesore of a building. 
¶ I think it is horrible 

¶ It is extremely ugly and depressing and overshadows a town centre with a lot of 
potential. It is difficult to access and navigate. 

¶ It's an eyesore, bulldoze it, 

¶ It looks as if a child built it out of random building blocks and then ran out of the ones 
needed so used what was left 

¶ The building is disjointed and doesn't look like it's ever been a 'single structure '. It's 
decapitated. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŘƛǎƎǳǎǘƛƴƎΦ ¢ƻ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜΩǊŜ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊƛƴƎ ƪŜŜǇƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜΗ Yƴock it down. 
Start again and get it looking neat and tidy. Who wants to pay council tax for a town 
centre that looks like ŀ ǎƘƛǘ ƘƻƭŜΚ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŦǳŎƪƛƴƎ ƳŜǎǎΗ 

¶ Perhaps the version that existed 40 years ago should have been listed back then but 
there is now very little remaining of that original build, and the more modern sections 
are not special in any way. 

¶ It's an eye sore outdated and falling apart. 

¶ "Nil, it is a horrible building that should be pulled down as soon as possible. 
It is not fit for purpose and lack imagination." 

¶ It is outdated and fails to attract new businesses to the town and it's ugly 

¶ It is a disgraceful building the has never been fit for purpose. 
¶ It is an eye sore 

¶ I think the people of Cumbernauld deserve to have a building that they can be proud of 
with new shop and a hub of the community 

¶ It is an eyesore that has never been maintained. Bits of the building joined on here and 
there. Cumbernauld is apparently a new town that has nothing new in it! This building is 
stopping other developments from happening. 

¶ This centre has been recorded as the worst town centre three times. Demolition is the 
only answer for the building it is not fit for purpose. Disability access, parking divided 
building miles to walk for transport. 

¶ Unless there is a massive cash injection it is fading grandeur 

¶ It is an eyesore that is not fit for purpose in an expanding community 



 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre has been a horrible eyesore throughout my entire life. The 
design is terribly depressing and not fit for purpose. It has badly decayed over time with 
very little care taken to maintain it. The layout of the centre makes it difficult to navigate 
and most of its facilities are not very accessible especially for the aging population of the 
town. 

¶ The building is outdated, unsightly, dilapidated, and unfit for purpose. 

¶ The town centre is an eyesore and is of no architectural interest, in fact, I would suggest 
ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘǊǳŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ŀ ƳƻŎƪŜǊȅ ƻŦ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƛǎǘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŀǎ ōǳƛƭǘ ǘƻ ǎŜǊǾŜ ŀ 
ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŦƻǊ ŀ άƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴέ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜ town has outgrown the town centre facilities. 

¶ It is a fact that the Cumbernauld centre was a bold view of how a town could be, 
however it has dilapidated so hugely that the bold vision of the future is now a poorly 
maintained and ugly eyesore. 

¶ My family live in Cumbernauld and for years have avoided the Town Centre as it is dark 
and unwelcoming. 

¶ It is special, but only in the sense that earthquakes are special. In that they are unusual... 
and bad. A very good example of how to do architecture wrong. So maybe future 
architecture students could learn from it in that respect. 

¶ By no means its pleasing to the eye and just looks like a mishmash of buildings with no 
thought or ability to convert into use able space. 

¶ It is a disaster of a structure. A total embarrassment to the area, it should be demolished 
not preserved. 

¶ Whatever the perceived 'merits' were in the 1960's, the town centre today is, in my 
opinion, aesthetically ugly, socially impersonal and a blight on the landscape. (also, very 
confusing to get from one side to another). I'm afraid I think the same of the entire 
town. 'New' towns were a horrible concept, very existential and utilitarian but devoid of 
soul, like a huge extension of tower blocks. 

¶ "It is a curse to the town of Cumbernauld. It has made the town a laughingstock for 
being centred around a crafty, leaky, outdated, ugly monolith.  
Architecture should be beautiful or interesting or both.  
¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ƴŜƛǘƘŜǊΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ōƭŀƴŘΣ ǳƎƭȅ ŀƴŘ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ǿƻǊƪ ǿƘŜƴ L ǿŀǎ ŀ ŎƘƛƭd (1980s) 

and certainly does not work now." 

¶ I feel if the building has managed to survive in its 1960s conception, then it may be 
worth listing. However, the problems and the constant rehabilitations mean that much 
of the essence has been lost. Perhaps over part of the structure (e.g. ¢ƘŜ άǇŜƴǘƘƻǳǎŜέ ŀǎ 
a symbolic tower) could be a way of commemorating the building whilst giving way to a 
better use of the town centre for the town. 

¶ Outdated building which no longer meets the requirements of the area. Ugly eyesore. 

¶ This is an eyesore and would look much better regeneration 
¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld my whole life and I can attest that 99% of people who live 
ǘƘŜǊŜ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΣ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ǿŀǊǊŜƴΣ 
and is detracting from what could be a vibrant centre if the whole structure was 
demolished. If it was compared to other new towns then Cumbernauld centre has been 
neglected and everyone is now chained to a listed building that nobody wants. 

¶ It is an eye sore and the butt of many jokes. It's time Cumbernauld was brought into the 
21st century 



 

¶ Although I appreciate the architect was lauded at the time none of this building it got for 
use. I believe this would be the case even with extensive restoration. 

¶ This is probably the most ugly building that I have ever seen. 

¶ It is a depressing building both indoors and out. Horrible building which wastes lots of 
space. 

¶ Its old and dated, inside and out, ƛǘΩǎ never busy 
¶ it looks like a rundown factory 

¶ It's hideous to look at and horrible to shop in. It's dull and poor looking. It has never 
been nice and had no place in this century 

¶ "I slightly agree, as when constructed the design and build process was widely acclaimed 
and used as an example of future build criteria. This was probably due to the use of 
concrete pouring, as such a design significant element.  
These people of that time cannot have been wrong, in the nature of progress, but as the 
years progressed and the town expanded, functionality and suitability slowly reversed.  
It should retain some kind of architectural award for its generation but listed 
recognition!???" 

¶ It is an absolute eyesore, not fit for purpose. There used to be housing at one point 
within the building with limited access, no wonder it failed. Badly thought out and 
planned , it should use as an example of " how not to plan " a town centre. 

¶ Not all architecture deserves to be celebrated, this is one such example. This will also kill 
off any chance of future development of the site to make it a viable town centre. the 
listing will be nothing more than a weight around the ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩǎ ƻǿƴŜǊǎΩ necks. 

¶ Just because a building is an example of architecture from a specific period, it doesn't 
mean it should be retained indefinitely. The building served a purpose at the time; 
however times and requirements have moved on significantly and ƛǘΩǎ no longer fit for 
purpose. The construction and form are not commercially viable (space /shape/ form) 
nor is it sustainable from an energy or maintenance point of view. 

¶ "The TC is of its time, there are plenty of other examples of ' 1960s brutalism 
architecture'. Nowadays most people don't enjoy using the TC, it's disjointed, has the 
worst ever bus 'station', it's dangerous too! 
The people of Cumbernauld need a TC to be proud of." 

¶ "I can see why some people want it listed.  At the time it was built it was a novelty.  
Innovative, unusual.  It attracted architects from all over the world. 
However, the town seemed to outgrow it. Bits were added on or expanded in a 
seemingly random fashion.  It began to look less 'planned' and more of a hotch-potch of 
ideas.  The wind tunnel effect of being on top of the hill with the prevailing wind from 
the west didn't help.  The constant water leaks from the roof looked awful. I'm afraid it 
has outgrown its usefulness.  I have lived and grown up in Cumbernauld since 1960 and I 
worked at one time in Cumbernauld Development Corporation's Public Relations 
Office." 

¶ The building is neither fit for purpose or has any aesthetic value.  It is an eyesore and has 
caused the town of Cumbernauld to be ridiculed and be known country wide as the 
town with the ugliest building and how anyone could look at that picture and find any 
valid reason for saving it is beyond me and many other people. Just because something 

was built during an earlier period does not automatically make it architecturally valuable 
and the architects involved in its original design should be embarrassed by the 



 

monstrosity that we are now discussing.  The town of Cumbernauld deserves to have 
this monstrosity removed from their future. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΣ ǇƻƻǊƭȅ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘŜŘΦ aŀƴȅ ŀǊŜŀǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƭŜŀƪ ƻǊ ŀǊŜ 
ŀōŀƴŘƻƴŜŘκŜƳǇǘȅ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ƭŀȅƻǳǘ ƛǎƴΩǘ ǿŜƭƭ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƛǘ ŜƛǘƘŜǊΦ 

¶ "As an example of post war new town ambition, it is of social and architectural interest. 
This history can be retained without the need to retain the building, which is a leaky, 
costly, rabbit warren that no longer meets the needs of the evolving population.   
Cumbernauld Library has a great exhibition on the town centres history and that should 
be retained and built upon." 

¶ I believe too many unsympathetic changes have been made and the original purpose 
and feel of the building are long gone. 

¶ It is ridiculous to suggest that there is anything iconic, interesting, or significant about 
the town centre building. It is detrimental to the enjoyment of the community who 
deserve facilities that enhance community life 

¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜƭȅ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ƴƻǘŜǿƻǊǘƘȅ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅ ƻŦ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΣ ƛǘΩǎ ƳŀŘŜ ǳǎ 
a laughingstock and is certainƭȅ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǿŜƭƭ Ǉŀǎǘ ƛǘΩǎ ǎŜƭƭ ōȅ ŘŀǘŜΦ 

¶ It's outdated and horrible. 
¶ I think it is a particularly unattractive building 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƻƴƭȅ ŜǾŜǊ ōŜ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ŀ άƘƻǿ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŀ 
ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎέ ǿŀȅ 

¶ It is a disconnect piece of Lego (built by a 4-year-old) inspired building with zero 
character or appeal. It is outdated, not fit for purpose and a complete eyesore. 

¶ The building is a shambles. It is falling to pieces, ƛǘΩǎ not maintained correctly, it is NOT fit 
for purpose! The people of Cumbernauld deserve better and quite frankly, there is 
nothing even remotely worth preserving. 

¶ Was ugly when they built it, time has not been kind. 
¶ "It is an ugly grey blob which is effectively not fit for purpose and access to the shopping 

facilities is like try g to get out a maze.  
There are no easy ways to go from side of the main busy road to the other, especially for 
disabled shoppers. There is a distinct lack of high street shops and/or quality stores. 
The bus stances are cold, bland, and depressing - with no decent information facilities or 
toilet facilities. 
This is just a few of my gripes as I now avoid the centre unless it is necessary. 
Without our own transport it is impossible to visit the big stores on the periphery of the 
town ie b&q etc. 
I have been here 59 years and watched the town centre slide into a place to avoid." 

¶ This part of the town centre is a testament to worst elements 1960s brutalist 
architecture.  In my opinion it has no aesthetic qualities and little functionality.  The 
concept never worked either as commercial ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƻǊ ŀǎ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘƛŀƭ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎΦ Lǘ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ 
encourage people coming together, internal circulation was poor with corridors merging 
into more corridors. A building of nightmares! 

¶ It has no aesthetic value whatsoever. 

¶ "Use as an example of how not to build a town centre for future generations.  
Badly planned eyesore.." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƻƪǎ ƭƛƪŜ ƳŀǎǎƛǾŜ ǎǘƻǊŀƎŜ ǳƴƛǘ 



 

¶ Been altered so much over the last 30/40 years and is far removed from the original 
architecture. It is now disjointed and no longer fit for purpose. 

¶ It is pug ugly 

¶ This structure was and is a total disaster due to bad planning and design 

¶ Lǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ƪƴƻŎƪƛƴƎ Řƻǿƴ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ 

¶ As a Life Member of HE'S I am my family have supported its work and care of historic 
buildings in Scotland.  Cumbernauld town centre ,as displayed as the infrastructure 
possesses none of the attributes than the vast majority of buildings under the care of 

HES have. 

¶ I understand that the centre is fairly unique however I cannot find anything attractive 
about it.  I have used the centre fairly often over 30 years and I find it quite bleak, and 
the layout is confusing.  It certainly is not a place where I would choose to linger, 
socialise or have a meal.  I doubt if passing visitors would be enticed to stop as you can 

ŘǊƛǾŜ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ƳƛŘŘƭŜ ƻŦ ƛǘ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ǊŜŀƭƛǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ȅƻǳ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ŀ Ψǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩΦ  !ǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀƭƭ 
towns in the present time, it needs to evolve to better meet the needs of its users and 
that will ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ǊŀŘƛŎŀƭ ŎƘŀƴƎŜΦ  .ƭƛƴŘ ƘƻƳŀƎŜ ǘƻ ΨŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΩ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǳƴŦŀƛǊ 
to people who live in the locality. 

¶ Needs pulled down and redesigned too much glass and flat roofs constants water issues 
over the last 20 odd years 

¶ Difficult to get around and not at all suitable for modern day lives. 

¶ I agree from the position that it was the first of kind, however I think that it has never 
been successful or entirely fit for purpose. 

¶ Living and shopping habits have extensively changed since the design and 
cƻƳƳƛǎǎƛƻƴƛƴƎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ά¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜ άƛǎ ǿƘŜǊŜ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜΣ ōǳǘ ŀ άƘǳōέ  
could be the way to regenerate that area of the town. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƘƻǊǊŜƴŘƻǳǎ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΗ 
¶ "The most important message for the future is that architecture should always be about 

designing for the use of the development by the public.  
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǳƴŦƻǊǘǳƴŀǘŜƭȅ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǿƻǊƪΦϦ 

¶ It is ugly and does not serve the citizens of Cumbernauld, there is no cinema, a dearth of 
restaurants, it is a concrete jungle, no one wants to shop in it, due to the fact that there 
are more charity shops , than decent shops,  I have lived in Cumbernauld , young and 
now old since 1963 , when it was Kilsyth and Cumbernauld district council , it was a 
healthy , thriving new town,. That all changed when it became NLC , now Easterhouse in 
Glasgow , has a shopping centre that is superior , because Cumbernauld has been 
ǊŜƭŜƎŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ ŀ ƘƻǳǎƛƴƎ ǎŎƘŜƳŜΣ  LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ Σ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƛǎ ƴƻ 
longer town , do us a favour and knock this brutalist monstrosity down 

¶ As much as it holds some significance to locals and the outer towns and villages, it 
doesn't fit in a modern and future Scotland! The building itself is held in regard for 
probably not the right reasons and in my opinion it will hold Cumbernauld back in a 
world where future generations will require innovation and modern tech. 

¶ The dilapidated state of and the current eyesore that is Cumbernauld Town Centre far 
outweighs any possible special architectural interest there could be. Having seen the 
building from its initial development to now, the current state is a disgrace and an 
embarrassing eyesore and is in no way fit for purpose. 



 

¶ A typical architectural experiment with grand ideas that failed the people it meant to 
serve. Awful place. Should only be preserved as an example of how not to plan a 
shopping space. 

¶ "I work in the building industry. 
This is an eyesore and has held the development of a proper centre back for years  
Cumbernauld deserves better" 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre is unique.  It led the formation of many such town centres 
across the world.  The ideas inherent in its design were hugely influential.  However 
while it performed a major role in changing the functional approach to town centre 
design it has singularly failed in meeting the needs of the local community.  It is a 
eyesore, lacks functionality, is unsafe and uncommercial.  It must be demolished to 
restore civic pride and reinvigorate the town centre, better meeting the needs of the 
local community. 

¶ It was an experiment related to the creation of a new town, where the centre had to 
grow with the population and should be considered in the context of what other New 
Towns achieved. While it is of interest, I consider it a failure in terms of its development 
as it has never become 'a destination' in the way that Milton Keynes has achieved. 

¶ Ugly, brutal and does not serve the needs of the community.  Awkward to use and move 
about with the different levels not providing quick and easy access 

¶ The New Towns were an important part of 20th Century planning development 

¶ The town centre building is an eye sore and does not seem to me to be anything other 
than a lesson in how not to design a building! 

¶ "Very ugly building that is very cold and roof leaks in many places. No real flow from 
areas of shops can be very confusing getting from one section to another. Great lack of 
amenities restaurant bars etc 

Restrictions in parking times. Not an enjoyable experience." 

¶ Ϧ!ƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŜƴƘŀƴŎŜ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǇǳǘŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ town or reflect positively in 
any 
way." 

¶ "I think the centre as a mega structure is based on a failed concept. It was an interesting 
experiment but in terms of an approach to town planning it is a disaster. 
If it were to be listed and preserved it would not be due to its architectural brutalist 
aesthetic which is frankly ugly, it would be purely in my opinion retained as an example 

of how not to design a town centre. 
Demolish would be my recommendation" 

¶ ugly poorly constructed (leaking roof) badly laid out. I love historic buildings, but this 
should be flattened, recycled, and replaced with something more in keeping. Perhaps 
include elements referring to traditional Scottish design. Why do planning allow 
architects to design flat roof buildings in a country where it sometimes rains? 

¶ This building has no special architectural relevance at all. The new proposed plans to 
replace it will do so much for Cumbernauld and the surrounding communities. 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre, whilst "unique", is by no means of special architectural 
interest.  For a start, how it looks today is not how it looked when it was first opened.  
Years of weathering, poor maintenance and structural problems have created the much 

unloved building we have today.  There are better examples of this type of architecture 
elsewhere in Scotland. 



 

¶ "Visually it is an strange pile of oddly shaped objects without any clear reason for being.  
Lǘ ƛǎ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ ŘƛǎǇƭŜŀǎƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜȅŜ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ Ŧƛǘ ƛƴǘƻ ŀƴȅ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜΦ CǊƻƳ ŀ 
practical perspective it is totally impractical > the floor space is poorly planned leading to 
a lot of wasted space. It is also a maze which takes time to get used to.  
{ŀŦŜǘȅ ƛǎ ŀƭǎƻ ŀ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊŀǘƛƻƴΣ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ Řƻǿƴ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǿŀȅ ŀƴŘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ōǳǎ ǎǘƻǇǎΦ L ŘƻƴΩǘ 

feel particularly safe there." 

¶ This edifice is now 60 years 
¶ I feel that while Cumbernauld Town Centre is certainly unique and very much of a 

certain era of architecture, we should not confuse uniqueness with importance. 

¶ it has long been my opinion that the town centre has been viewed over the years, is of 
no architectural interest other than a poor example of a town centre design which just 
does not work. the visual appearance of the concrete buildings are, in my opinion of no 
merit. 

¶ It is as most people would describe it as an eyesore. Disjointed and effectively back to 
front. 

¶ It was of special architectural interest after it was built but that interest has diminished 
both amongst architects and the users. It did not go in to inspire many imitators, and the 
multiple alteration have diminished the interest that was there. Even if restored, it's 
interest would not be special. 

¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ LǘΩǎ ƛƴ ǾŜǊȅ ōŀŘ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ŀ 
danger for the public and needs demolished to provide modern and appropriate 
facilities for local residents 

¶ It is an eyesore and embarrassment to locals. 

¶ The Centre is an eyesore, very dark and too many spaces for crime to take place.  I do 
not feel safe in the town centre and would only shop through the Antonine centre if I 
really had too.  Cumbernauld is full of fast food and take always and not enough focus 
on independent shops, restaurants and family spaces 

¶ Eye sore could have stop the town degenerating if the so call planning department and 
civil servants built the town centre next the train station and bus station. 

¶ L ƘŀŘƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿƴ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƳŜƎŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǳƴǘƛƭ ƴƻǿΦ 

¶ I agree it has architectural interest but not to the point it should be preserved to the 
detriment to the community and all those who need to see it every day. It belongs in 
books, videos, and photos etc, as a journey and mistake to learn from. It's a towering, 
useless, ugly embarrassment. I love a beautiful or interesting building, but this is neither. 

¶ It is an eyesore. If people want a record of it, there is enough technology now to 
preserve it in the form of interactive VR / drone cam / holographic record 

¶ Although it may be considered unique, this building continues to be a complete eyesore. 
Your introduction to this survey acknowledges that many have different views, however 
, the fact that it does divide opinion suggests that it is not popular and I remain 
concerned that it is individuals and organisations with influence who do not live in the 
town, that make decisions that those of us how do have to live with daily. 

¶ "It's not of any special interest, I can't even believe this eyesore is being considered for 

listing  
I just moved to Cumbernauld and one thing I considered when moving here was this 
grotesque sight. 
I'm pretty confident this building is why Cumbernauld isn't as popular as Livingston." 



 

¶ The town centre is an embarrassment to Cumbernauld and indeed was ridiculed on 
national television some years ago. 

¶ Apart from every shopping the town centre in no way meets the needs of the local 
community., 

¶ Whilst I appreciate the modernist design it is not easy to negotiate. It is no longer fit for 
purpose 

¶ 9ǾŜƴ {ǘŜǾƛŜ ²ƻƴŘŜǊ ŎƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ ƛǘΦ 

¶ I think the offices at the top serve no real purpose the be there.  It's an eyesore and 
doesn't benefit the general community. I get there are legal offices and spaces up there, 
but they are rarely used from what I've seen. The lifts there hardly work if you ever do 
need to go up...altogether it just doesn't work for me. I think it pulls the look of the new 
town centre down, very dull, old fashioned and makes the place look "dirty". Also the 
bookies (blue part) is just as bad. Just looks like a big container where people stand and 
smoke at the side of the bus stop 

¶ The Town Centre may have been considered architecturally important and significant 
when it was first built, but it doesn't hold special interest now. It needs to move with the 
times and be a better facility for the community of Cumbernauld.  There is no need to 
live in the past. 

¶ The Town Centre as it is does not flow to allow ease of access to the shops. Some areas 
are not safe for females in particular to access at night. As it is just now it does not allow 
for customers or businesses to access evening shopping. 

¶ It is an ugly building. Unsuitable for its purpose. 

¶ The building is visually intrusive, ugly and has no aesthetic merit. Even within the terms 
of concrete brutalism, it's a failure. Within the building, it's disorienting, there is no point 
of reference, it's like being inside random floor surfaces, random empty shops, corridors 
that are undifferentiated. There's nothing outside to attract affection, it's stained and 
unsuitable for the location, for the Scottish weather, for any use at all. Celebrating 

failure, something unfit for purpose and that never worked, is not worth it. 
¶ As someone who works in construction, I see no architectural significance with 

Cumbernauld Town Centre. There are no special construction methods. The town centre 

is not linked well and is poorly designed internally. 

¶ "Town Centre is an eye sore. 
Should have been demolished years ago. 
Empty half the time. 
Freezing in winter and filthy" 

¶ [ƻƻƪΧ ƛǘΩǎ ŀ ƳŜǎǎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿƛƭƭ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ǎǳŦŦŜǊ ŦǊƻƳ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ǎƛŎƪƴŜǎǎ ǎƻƻƴΦ !ǎ ŀ 
Cumbernauld resident aghast at the improvement in retail all over North Lanarkshire 
and beyond we need improvement here not status quo and further decline. 

¶ ϦLǘ ƛǎ ŀ ƭŜŀƪƛƴƎ ƻƭŘ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ Χ 
It would be a joke to list this building." 

¶ Empty and cold 

¶ LǘΩǎ a joke, the whole of the UK laughs at the state of the building, CARBUNCLE OF THE 
YEAR HOW MANY TIMES?, total disgrace, too much corruption in the local authority to 
make a difference, its 2022 not 1922 



 

¶ I think if there is any historical interest then it is for negative reasons. The building is a 
source of ridicule and has been for decades now. I believe it very quickly became 
outdated 

¶ I realise the architectural significance of the whole Town Centre development and the 
vision behind its creation 

¶ It looks like something a five-year-old put together with a Lego set and has never served 
any useful purpose and is beset with ongoing maintenance problems 

¶ "It is an eye sore and an embarrassment to Cumbernauld, North Lanarkshire and 
Scotland! It leaks, the design is terrible and inaccessible for the infirm and 
elderly/disabled.   
Its layout is a barrier to people accessing the library.  
It needs replaced with a building which is fit for purpose." 

¶ The building is a complete eyesore 

¶ I think it is an absolute monstrosity and an embarrassment for Cumbernauld 

¶ The mish mash of buildings is a complete eyesore to this area. It may be of interest for 
what NOT to do when designing! 

¶ "If the special architectural interest was as an example of how not to design something 
for a community's town centre, this building meets that criterion. I grew up in 
Cumbernauld in the 1970s and 80s and even at that time I can remember parts of the 
building not being conducive for community living.  There are too many areas within it 
which are isolated, inaccessible due to its design and unsafe even.  It has not been well 
maintained and parts of it have already been altered in previous years. For example, the 

Golden Eagle hotel is no longer in existence.  
This building being preserved in its current state would prevent future creation of a 
Town centre fit for purpose for the population of Cumbernauld which is vastly different 

to that of 50/60 years ago. 
The fact that it has been nominated for and probably won ""Carbuncle of the Year"" 
status speaks volumes as how it is regarded in wider society." 

¶ A splendid example of brutalist concrete. It might be of interest to folk to point at but 
terrible for those who have to live with it. 

¶ It can only ever be of special architectural interest as an example of a building unfit for 
purpose from the outset. It was and is still a triumph of style and form over function. 
The buildings have exterior spaces which are dark and damp, the north facing aspects 

are frequently mouldy, the interior ceilings are low and claustrophobic, the connecting 
passage was closed for a long time - it may still be. For this building to remain would be 
gratuitously offensive to the people of Cumbernauld. The architectural profession owes 
a debt to the people of Cumbernauld- they should repay it with a building fit for purpose 
and no flat roofs - this is west central Scotland - a wet and windy place entirely 
unsuitable for flat roofs. 

¶ It is a total eyesore and has in no way enhanced the town centre in anyway. 

¶ As a lifelong resident of Cumbernauld, I have seen many changes made to it over the 
years. I'm 50 and the town centre has been modified and revamped many times. The 
Eagle hotel, Woolco, phase 4 and now the new-ish Antoine Centre. So, my question is 
what exactly is it we are supposed to be preserving here? LǘΩǎ hardly a pristine example 
of a classic design. The reality is that ƛǘΩǎ no more than a jumbled mess of patch repairs 

cobbled together that can barely be described as being fit for purpose as a shopping 
attraction. It has won the carbuncle award more than once which is pretty telling. 



 

People here a sick of it and want it gone. It is an embarrassment that really holds the 
town back. No similar sized town has such a poor shopping experience. M&S tried to 

open here for years but it never happened largely due to that stupid centre and its 
owners. Cumbernauld is finally getting some long overdue money spent on it and this 
has all come to a halt because of this listed building nonsense. It is mischief making, no 
more than that. An abuse of the process and meanwhile people living here have to 
suffer this for even longer as a result. Shameful 

¶ There is nothing decent in it regarding shopping charity shops card shops pound shops 
that's it what a variety !!!!!!!! 

¶ The whole Cumbernauld Town Centre has been badly designed. With two carriageways 
dividing the Town Centre. Tunnels should replace the existing carriageways, allowing the 
space created to have a single level centre. Built up sections where JD Gyms Iceland and 
other businesses would be on either side of main centre. 

¶ An experiment that ŘƛŘƴΩǘ work 

¶ "Agree it has unique characteristics, but it has fallen into disrepair and it is time to look 
to the future and construct a more suitable option" 

¶ This building is not fit to be at the centre of Cumbernauld. Only fit to be knocked down. 

¶ Total eyesore, very difficult to navigate. Run down. 

¶ In my view it is not a building that is nice to look at or functional 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŜǾŜƴ ǳǎŜŘ ŀƴȅƳƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƛŦ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƳŀƪŜ ǿŀȅ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƳƻǊŜ ŀŜǎǘƘŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ 
pleasing and practical building. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀǿŦǳƭ ƧƛƎǎŀǿ ƻŦ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǘƘŀǘ Řƻ ƴƻǘ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΦ Lǘ Ƴǳǎǘ ōŜ 
knocked down and started again. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘΣ ǳƴŘŜǊused and ugly. There is no place for it in a modern town. 
Cumbernauld cannot regenerate if this eyesore remains. There is no legitimate reason it 
ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ƛǘ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜŘ ƛƴ DǊŜƎƻǊȅΩǎ DƛǊƭΦ ¢ƘŀǘΣ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘΣ ƛƴ Ƴȅ 
opinion, merit listed status. In Glasgow city centre they have (criminally in my view) 

pulled down many many historical beautiful buildings to replace them yet here we have 
some wishing to protect what is effectively an ugly cyst on the face of a town that could 
live and breathe once again if brought into the 21st century 

¶ It's outdated ugly a laughingstock of our town 

¶ "It is an out-of-date style of building and is totally inefficient and not fit for purpose. 
With global warming taking place we need easily maintained, well insulated, efficient 
and fit for purpose buildings to help to save our planet.  
We don't have a choice in this matter and our community cannot afford to waste 
valuable resources on a concrete building that at its prime was never cost effective to 
operate. 
Buildings have to be 'Green' to save our planet." 

¶ "It's an eyesore, badly designed, cold, lacks character, not easily accessed, unsafe to be 
alone at night. 
Those that want it to be a heritage site, should be made to live in Cumbernauld" 

¶ !ƭǘƘƻǳƎƘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƘŀŘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǿƘŜƴ ōǳƛƭǘΣ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ƛǘ ǘƻ ōŜ 
the case now. There are many documents, documentaries and information out there to 
satisfy interest. But as a rundown ǎƘŜΩƭƭ ƻŦ its previous self, it is hardly recognisable to 
the building it once was. 



 

¶ I don't think it is a special architectural building, having grew up with the town centre in 
the late 60s, 70s, 80s  to the present it has changed so much and not for the best. the 
old town centre just looks like a rundown building and on either side of the of the old 
town centre you have the two new parts to the town centre, and as I understand it the 
Antonine centre and the old town centre have nothing to do with each other so if true 

we have two centres, gets confusing. 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ƘƻǊǊƛōƭŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŀŜǎǘƘŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǇƭŜŀǎƛƴƎ ƴƻǊ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭΦ LŦ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƳƻǾŜ ƛǘ 
elsewhere. Give someone else the pleasure of living with it! Visitors to Cumbernauld 
have really bad impressions of the place. There was a reason Cumbernauld had such a 
bad reputation for its architecture and voted the worst town in the country.  

L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ƭƛǾŜ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƳŀƪŜ ŀ ǇǊƻƴƻǳƴŎŜƳŜƴǘ ƻƴ 
ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ƭƛǾŜ ǿƛǘƘΦ  
Although I live in Cumbernauld the current centre is so depressing, I currently choose to 
take my business elsewhere and shop out of town." 

¶ I am aware of the history of the building. However that does not mean it should remain, 
there have been many historic and lovely buildings in the past in Glasgow that have 

been demolished by councils.  This is definitely one to remove - no visitors or tourists 
would think wow or even know the history of the building.  In fact, you would now know 
that was a Town Centre - for me it is an eye sore. 

¶ "The building may represent a style within a period to students of architecture, however 
there is enough pictures and other footage to preserve the memory. 
However, a concern would be to understand the proposed replacement as the phases 

added on are not in themselves attractive and functional for this modern time. 
Cumbernauld has lost the battle for a centre with busy retail park that contain retail 
outlets that could have stimulated activity. 

For me the idea of a town centre is lost. An improved location with good social benefits 
is preferred along with improved facilities in the region i.e., Abronhill shopping centre 
needs more urgent replacement, concordat Main Street, Cumbernauld village Main 
Street and Kilsyth main street are all in need of attention to improve the wellbeing of 
the people living in Cumbernauld and Kilsyth." 

¶ It is a monstrous and outdated structure 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƳŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀƭ ǎǇŀŎŜ ƛǎ ǊƛŘƛŎǳƭƻǳǎƭȅ ǳƴǳǎŀōƭŜΦ tƭŜŀǎŜ ƪƴƻŎƪ ƛǘ Řƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀǊǘ 

again. 

¶ "While at the time of the centre opening it was considered novel, and as a young 
resident at that time most Cumbernauld people were proud of the development indeed 
in its heyday the centre received international awards. Nowadays it has fallen into 

disrepair and has become an eyesore. I believe most residents would welcome a more 
improved and modern town centre. It would most unfair if this type of development was 
to be curtailed in any way by keeping the original structure in place to please a minority 

of people some of whom will not live in Cumbernauld. 
¶ If this building has to have any special architectural interest, then a smaller replica will 

have to be reconstructed in a more suitable setting" 

¶ This building is an eye sore and has come to represent all that is negative about 
Cumbernauld. Cumbernauld is in vast need of a major refurbishment - this is required to 
create economic opportunities and increase the wellbeing of the families and people 
who live here. If parts of the Town Centre are designated as of special architectural 



 

interest and unable to be knocked down, then Cumbernauld will retain its reputation as 
a laughingstock and will not get the investment required to change people's lives. 

¶ Always thought it looked forced and industrial 

¶ There are other examples of this building available. This should be functional as a 
benefit to the community, not to some architectural society 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΤ ƭŜŀƪǎΤ ŘŜǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎΤ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎΤ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ȅƻǳ ŦŜŜƭ ǎŀŦŜ ƛƴ ŜǘŎΦ 
¶ Its ugly. Not user friendly.  Not easily used for people with a disability. 

¶ The Town Centre is an absolute disgrace, this building needs to be demolished, ƛǘΩǎ 
depressing to look at. 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre is an eye sore, it's grey and depressing and the people of 
Cumbernauld deserve a modern, bright, functional, and beautiful civic space, not the 
carbuncle that we currently have. 

¶ Brutalist architecture, the people of Cumbernauld need a decent town centre not listed 
buildings. 

¶ This building has become an eyesore and no longer represents the more modern 
Cumbernauld.   Because of this monstrosity Cumbernauld became the laughingstock of 
the west of Scotland.  That is unfair! It needs to be demolished and made an attractive 
place to shop, eat and relax! 

¶ It is in complete disrepair. No one is prepared to maintain it and best to be removed 

¶ It is an utter eyesore and makes us a laughingstock amongst other towns in North 
Lanarkshire. Whoever designed this must have been mad 

¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻ ŘŜƴȅƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ƛǎ ǳƴƛǉǳŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ 
heart of that town, but I strongly believe that in a modern age are purpose. The strong 
brutalist architecture is more than represented within the rest of the town. It is about 
time the people of Cumbernauld be brought in in the modern age, with a town centre 
that suits their needs and future generations. 

¶ The building is an eyesore it dominates the town centre for the wrong reasons. 
Cumbernauld has increased in population and needs a more efficient town centre to 
meet the needs of all. The building needs demolished. 

¶ It's a bomb site 

¶ Any architectural interest can be observed through records and pictures of the building 
it does not require it to remain in situ. 

¶ It's already been changed far too much and doesn't meet the needs of the community. 

¶ This building is an eyesore, and you only have to walk through to see how Cumbernauld 
residents view it. It is an empty shell 

¶ It has been left to rot, not been looked after properly and the area round it needs to be 
updated to attract people for other districts 

¶ The building is a wreck I has more leaks than a sprinkler. There is no aesthetics about the 
entire complex. 

¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld & Blanton for 45years it was an eyesore then as it is now. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƭŜǘΩǎ ōŜ ƘƻƴŜǎǘ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ƛǘΩǎ ōŀǎƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀƭƭ ǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ŀǾŀƛƭŀōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ 
ŎŀƴΩǘ ǘǊŀǾel 

¶ I am slightly biased in my father was one of the original architects working on the design 
and structure of the town centre. However, he was disappointed to see that the town 
centre never grew or expanded its growth as per the original designs. It was never 
meant to stay as the original but to evolve. He would most definitely not want it kept as 



 

it is not now fit for purpose and has not been looked after sufficiently to be a monument 
or a historic building 

¶ I appreciate that the design of the town centre has historical significance regarding the 
brutalist era of architecture, but I believe the town centre has fallen into a level of 
disrepair which negates any architectural significance it once had. 

¶ The building is ugly and does not and never will serve the needs of the community, even 
if there is extensive refurbishment carried out.  It is awkward to use because of the 
different levels and is not well maintained. 

¶ It is a hideous monstrosity and should have been demolished years ago.  There have 
been leaks in the roof on the library level for at least 25 years - buckets are used to catch 
the leaks - pathetic. 

¶ This is an ugly, crumbling non-functional building which does not meet the needs of the 
people and businesses of Cumbernauld 

¶ It looks like a child designed it out of empty egg boxes and washing up bottles. Being 
different is not always special or interesting. 

¶ "Having lived in Cumbernauld for more thank 30 years, the building has always been a 
dis functional eyesore. 
9ƳǇǘȅ ǎƘƻǇǎ ŜǾŜǊȅǿƘŜǊŜΣ ǇƭŀŎŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǾŜƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ŀƴȅ ǇŜŘŜǎǘǊƛŀƴ ŦƻǊ ȅŜŀǊǎΣ ƛǘΩǎ ƛƴ 
disrepair." 

¶ I agree that it is of architectural interest. However, it is not special architectural interest 
and frankly is an eyesore that is long past being fit for purpose. Moreover, its site slap 
bang in the centre in the town means that public utility and practicality must take 
precedence over some vague notion of architectural interest. 

¶ I fail to understand why something that has the appearance of a disused cement factory 
would be something anyone would want to preserve. I also believe the people of 

Cumbernauld deserve a sleek modern fit-for-purpose town centre in which people will 
happily congregate and socialise, with traffic-free green outdoor spaces, coffee shops 
and amenities. To preserve any of the old town centre means the townsfolk will have a 
constant reminder of the monstrosity they had as a town centre and ruin the lines of its 
replacement. I recognise that deciding whether to preserve it has little to do with those 
who will have to look at it but perhaps it should. After all, community pride and 
community mental welfare go hand-in-hand. By preserving it, or part of it, you would be 
forcing local people to continue to look at what the vast majority consider to be a 
hideous carbuncle right in the middle of what ought to be a beautiful town centre. 

¶ /ƻǇŎǳǘǘΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǿŀǎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘƛƴƎΦ ¢ƘŜ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ ǿŜƭƭ ǳƴǘƛƭ ǘƘŜ ŜŎƻƴƻƳƛŎ 
decline of the 80s. Unfortunately, the parts I liked best have been demolished. 

¶ It has become a white elephant and serves no purpose for the people of Cumbernauld 
¶ It is an eyesore. 

¶ After years of neglect the space is an eye sore. The buildings do not flow and is not a 
good space to visit 

¶ It's hideous. How can we be expected to use the facilities in there when it's such an 
eyesore? It's quite embarrassing to be ashamed of your town centre. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 
¶ Architectural disaster.  It is not serving its purpose well and depending on where you 

need to go in the town centre can be quite a scary and lonely place.  It leaks, not warm, 
not welcoming.  You can feel the temperature change from old part when entering the 



 

newest addition.  The historical aspect is a joke to the people that live here and have to 
use it.  If nothing is done, we will even lose what shops are there and it will just become 

even more of an eyesore as it crumbles away. 
¶ As well as being an eyesore the building is it fit for purpose. There are many unlet units 

in the building and due to the design, it is a rabbit Warren when trying to navigate round 

the building. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǎƻ ǳƎƭȅΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŀōƻǳǘ ƛǘΦ LǘΩǎ ǎǳŎƘ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀƴŘǎŎŀǇŜ 
¶ The building is an eyesore that isn't for purpose. Each time I have visited the town centre 

I have seen water leaking in the building and believe the layout to be unfriendly for all 
visitors, especially those with prams or wheelchair users. Investment into the town 
centre should be made and the opinions of those who live there and use the building 
should be counted above those who have never set foot inside it. 

¶ While I appreciate that when it was built, the town centre was a ground-breaking 
ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜΣ ǘƻŘŀȅ ƛǘΩǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƭƛƪŜ ŀ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ƳŜǎǎΦ 

¶ It needs revamped completely 
¶ "LǘΩǎ unworkable for anyone with 

Mobility or disability issues and not fit for Purpose" 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀƴȅƳƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ 
they can be proud of 

¶ I understand that in its day it was ground-breaking, but it's not an eyesore and in a 
terrible state of disrepair 

¶ "Town Centre is no longer fit for purpose for the needs of local people.  
No longer a pleasurable or useful place to shop etc for local people." 

¶ ƛǘΩǎ an unwelcoming concrete eyesore that is not a good exaƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ŜǊŀΩǎ 
architecture. ƛǘΩǎ a dated rabbit warren and the town deserves better 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀǿŦǳƭ 
¶ The town centre building is old. The roof leaks everywhere even inside the shops. On 

rainy days the inside of the town centre is a nightmare with buckets and signs 
everywhere to let users know there is water everywhere. Its old and past its usage as a 
town centre. LǘΩǎ an eyesore needs knocked down 

¶ "As existing the Town Centre is a monument to the muddled thinking behind the then 
architecturally fashionable concept of Megastructures. 
Its current incoherent appearance is the result of the changes in function required of a 
long-lasting structure." 

¶ Building is no longer fit for purpose. It is a monstrosity. It is not appealing to people 
outside of the area. Cumbernauld is a large town and should attract many shoppers 

(Look at Livingston for example). I visit Cumbernauld every 2 weeks to see family and do 
use the town centre. If I didn't come from Cumbernauld and have the family connection, 
I certainly wouldn't go out of my way to use it. 

¶ It's an eye sore the old part of the college is the only interesting bit. 

¶ Design has not lasted test of time. Not fit for {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ severe weather. Repairs are 
constant and not safe and costing huge amounts of money that could be used to provide 
services for people of Cumbernauld an eyesore and not fit for purpose. 

¶ In theory it was a great idea to have everything under 1 roof but it's a really ugly building 
and is now very dated inside 



 

¶ Lived in Cumbernauld for 54 years it was an eyesore 40 years ago and it still is if not 
worst 

¶ Society has changed 

¶ "I came to live in Kilsyth in1988, I have always found the building to be a blight on 
Cumbernauld. The outside of the buildings is pretty shapeless and in my opinion ugly. I 
can understand why we list building that have added to our history and culture, but I 
think that should we start to list such ugly and unappealing buildings such as these we 
will be driving away tourists not attracting them. The inside of the buildings is not much 
better with levels and sub levels which was at least as far as I was concerned very 
difficult to find your way about 
I think that you will have ascertained by now that I would be against such a listing." 

¶ LǘΩǎ bh¢ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ 
¶ The buildings are just an eyesore. There is nothing of architectural interest about any of 

it - it is quite an ugly structure. 

¶ "Absolute eyesore, not fit for purpose. No design features whatsoever apart from a 
carbuncle. 
And ƛǘΩǎ one that title more than once" 

¶ This building has failed to move with the times and does nothing to regenerate the 
town. To me it's embarrassing and a laughingstock to Cumbernauld. 

¶ It was exciting at first to see shape, but it was not practical there were lots of areas that 
rain could get in it was very draughty. Lifts to upper floors were inadequate and as far as 
l know most of the apartments were never lived in. I think now we are in 21st century 

we should have modern building fit for purpose 

¶ Lived in Cumbernauld for 45 years and always thought the town centre was an eyesore 
and years behind other New Town facilities. 

¶ 9ǾŜƴ ƛŦ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƛǘΩǎ ŀn ŜȅŜ ǎƻŀǊ ŀƴ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƭƻƻƪ ƭƛƪŜ ŀ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜ ǇƭŀŎŜΦ ¸ƻǳ ǿƻǳƭŘ 
need to do some modernising which if ȅƻǳΩǊŜ doing that why not let go and build 

something for this generation to be proud of. 

¶ I have never met anyone who lives in Cumbernauld who likes or approves of the town 
centre whereas East Kilbride were given a lovely shopping centre with good shops. 

¶ It's extremely ugly and not fit for purpose. To make it listed would only benefit those 
who don't have to live in Cumbernauld and don't have to look at it or use it on a regular 
basis. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻ ƭƻƴƎŜǊ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘΦ 
¶ "This building is considered to be of merit by specialists as an example of brutalist 

architecture. I think history has shown that this style looked impressive on the design 

table but in reality, was poorly constructed and did not enhance the environment of the 
people who lived there. The Cumbernauld town centre is a series of difficult to maintain 
ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ōƻȄŜǎ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǇŜŎǳƭƛŀǊ άǘǊŀƛƴ-ŎŀǊǊƛŀƎŜέ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ mid-air. It is extremely ugly 
and off-putting as a first impression of the town and creates a depressing vista for 
residents who have to use the town centre. Cumbernauld badly needs a town centre 
that is fit for purpose and helps the town to thrive, not an ugly historical artefact that 
drags it down. The people of Cumbernauld deserve better.  
There will be ample historical evidence of its existence in term of design plans and 
photographs and videos. There will be evidence of the architectural awards it won, 
including the Plook on the Plinth Award: winner 2001, 2005 and shortlisted 2000, 2015." 



 

¶ It is one of those buildings that architects rave aboutτarchitects that never have to use, 
work in it, shop in it or have anything to do with it other than a casual site visit to admire 
it from afar. 

¶ It is old, leaking and parts of it are cold dingy and unsafe with very undesirable areas. Is 
this the reason the whole place is locked at night. Half of the shops smell da. P because 
of the water leakage. 

¶ I strongly disagree with it being of Architectural interest, unless of course you use 
Cumbernauld Town Centre as an example of what never to do in the future. The reason I 
write this is because, if it was of special importance, it would all still be in use. So many 
parts of the Centre are closed off as unsafe to be in. If people liked the Centre it would 
have continued to be used. Architect work with drawing and photos etc. If demolished 
the history in architectural terms will not disappear.  The drawings and photos will never 
disappear.  I am shocked that anyone wants to keep a building that I personally feel 

uncomfortable to walk about in when it's dark. I can't believe the people that wish to 
keep this feel that a lump of ugly concrete is more important than the safety of humans. 

¶ It may have been the first example of its kind, or a particularly notable example, but that 
does not make it a good example.  I moved to Cumbernauld 18 months ago with my 
young family.  The older part of the centre has exceptionally poor accessibility from the 
underground car park and numerous obvious maintenance issues.  It is an absolute 

warren.  We frequently visit the library which requires carrying a buggy up a flight of 
steps then waiting forever for the one working lift, from there it's a walk along a shabby 
corridor full of dripping ceilings, the drops collecting into slowly greying plastic 

containers.  It's a miserable, ill-designed place. 

¶ The people of Cumbernauld including myself have always considered it an eyesore and 
many times over the years asked for it to be demolished and built in a better way 

¶ It's no longer get fit fur purpose. It's an eye sore and needs replaced 

¶ I was brought up in Cumbernauld and the town centre in its day was remarkable. 
However, it has not moved with the times and although I no longer live there I believe 
the people of Cumbernauld deserve a modern and better functioning town centre, I 
lived and worked in Birmingham for years and saw the old library pulled down. The new 
one is fantastic and is much more in keeping with the modern surroundings of the city. 
The ground around the old building has been developed and it looks great. 

¶ Time, we had a decent town centre fit for modern shopping and amenities 

¶ It's an eyesore and, in my personal opinion, a hazard.  I'm almost 50 and remember it in 
better times which is sad but it's time for it to come down.  The town centre is in dire 
need of some very long overdue attention. 

¶ It is embarrassing to anyone who lives here. While I have got used to it now, new friends 
who visit for the first time are appalled. Quotes like "East German prison complex" 
spring to mind. 

¶ The Town Centre is an eyesore of ugly unattractive buildings. The layout is difficult to 
navigate and consists of lots of dark unattractive walkways. Growing up in this new town 
the town centre was often a dangerous place to walk about in due to the long narrow 

ramps and danger of people jumping out at you. 
¶ It is an unsafe ugly eyesore that only a minority of people like it 

¶ Completely run down. Not with the times anymore. Needs to be updated 

¶ The building has been altered so much and large area have been demolished so it lost 
most of its importance as structure of historical significance. 



 

¶ It's an eyesore 
¶ Utterly depressing structure - communities need light and hope... not this monstrosity. 

¶ It has served its purpose and now requires change due to the population in 
Cumbernauld 

¶ The design of the current centre failed to live up to its original promise as a hub for the 
New Town. This started with the failure to have a rail station making it a communication 
hub for the community. The clean lines of the concrete structure fail to look attractive in 
the climate we experience, the attempts to visually improve the first phase have failed 
to improve the visitor/ǎƘƻǇǇŜǊΩǎ experience. 

¶ The building is not suitable for modern usage. The offices are hard to get to and poorly 
insulated. The shopping level is a maze 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǳǎŜŘΦ 

¶ In my opinion the structure is an eyesore, and is not the type of building I would expect 
to have listed status 

¶ It is most difficult to move around the upper floors with access restricted. There's no 
point to the superstructure sticking out the way it does. And so far, as I'm aware it is 
difficult to heat according to people I have spoken to. It just looks ridiculous. 

¶ I am Architect.  I worked for Cumbernauld Development Corporation. My first job was to 
enclose the Open Deck Concept that was totally unsuitable for a hill town in Scotland.  It 
is disgusting Brutalist Architecture that has no place in a Scottish town. 

¶ Unfortunately, it looks to me more of an eyesore. 

¶ It's a relic of a certain era, an example of a style or movement which had much traction 
in the post-war years. Unfortunately, it's not a style which lends itself to adverse 
weather conditions such as is common in Scotland, and probably better suited to dryer, 
warmer climes. And it's not pretty, for want of a better word. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƎǊŜȅ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎ ƴƻǘ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 

¶ While I accept it was innovative at the time when it was built, that in itself is not a good 
enough reason to preserve it. 

¶ I think the town centre is definitely unique but not in a good way more as an example of 
what not to do when creating a town centre. 

¶ It's a terrible eyesore!!! 

¶ Since coming to live here over 30 years ago, I have always regarded the town centre 
buildings as something concocted with unwanted leftovers from other projects. 

¶ The current town centre has no architectural integrity. Although the first and original 
phase of development was distinctive at the time, it has not been distinctive for over 
forty years as all of the distinctive elements of the centre were progressively removed in 
the 1980s, 1990s and the 2000s. All that remains is the brutalist concrete shell which 
was never attractive. But even the original shell of the original building has been 
undermined by the suōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ǇƘŀǎŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ΨŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΩΦ 9ŀŎƘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǎŜ 
subsequent phases of development since the 1970s have successively undermined the 
original building by being built in different contemporaneous architectural design and 
building styles over these decades. The result is a total hotch potch of unimaginative and 
unintegrated designs. All of these make the town centre architecturally incoherent and 
visually risible. There is nothing of architectural merit in this hotch potch and this is 

compounded by the failure of the ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΩǎ owners to ensure proper and equal access 
ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǿƴŜǊǎΩ ŦŀƛƭǳǊŜ ǘƻ ŜƴǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǉǳŀƭƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǎƘƻǇǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ 



 

amenity of the centre. Visually this has resulted in the centre being avoided as much as 
possible by local residents who have chosen to shop elsewhere. But local residents have 

also been shamed by this building, since it has (deservedly) been assigned the label of 
carbuncle more than once over the last twenty years in national competitions. Nor is the 
building fit for purpose given these significant failings and by the refusal of the owners 
to invest in any real improvement at all in the town centre. It is therefore a failed town 
centre which must be pulled down to make way for a completely new town centre 
development that will meet the needs of the people of Cumbernauld in the 21st 
century. 

¶ aƻǎǘ Ŧƻƭƪ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǾƛŜǿ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ Lƴ ƛǘǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ǎǘŀǘŜ LΩƳ ǎǳǊŜ ƛǘ 
deters people from coming to Cumbernauld. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ Ƙŀǎ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ǘƘŜ development of the town centre to be a more 
cohesive and inviting facility. We have benefited from new shops, but they are dotted 
around based on random available land and means to shop in the town centre often 
involves driving from one part of the town to the other e.g. park in Tesco for food and 
new town centre, then have to drive to BM stores, then drive to old town centre. Too 
much hassle and not an environmental good option. The overall site does not look good 
and clearly parts are not in a good state. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƴƻ-ƻƴŜ ǳǎŜǎ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 

¶ Never been a fan of concrete architecture, Le Corbusier should have stuck to painting. If 
you want to depress people, build in concrete. Badly built and leaked like a sieve. 

¶ "The centre is an example of how NOT to design such areas. It is hideous, user 
unfriendly, is unsightly, and is neither fit for purpose or of any aesthetic value. It would 
be appropriate to take photographs, document and archive in order to show future 
architects how NOT to plan where people have to live near, use or work in. It is 
depressing and does not encourage you to spend any time in it. There are so many 
places that genuinely need preserved, people like me who actually live here want a 
revitalised area that will be pleasant to be in and attract businesses and job 

opportunities. 
It is so poorly built there are constant leaks in bad weather. This hideous mess needs 
removed for the sake of people who live here, not kept at the request of people who 
ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ƭƛǾŜ ƘŜǊŜ. Absurd." 

¶ I am not an architect or someone who knows much about it, but I think the main part of 
the centre should remain and be redeveloped. The town has changed so much recently 
and a lot of its landmarks which made it recognisable are gone in particular Stuart house 
and I feel the history of the town is being destroyed without any nod to its recent history 
and will just end up like any other nondescript town. 

¶ "Known by Architects throughout the world.  
Design ensures safety for families and young children also within walking distance from 

majority of original houses" 
¶ ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ƻŦ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦŀŎǘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜΦ L ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ƛǘ 

should be adapted and used as a restaurant or some other kind of community resource. 

The outside of the building should be upgraded to make it look more appealing. 

¶ It's unique and 'put the town on the map'! 
¶ It was the first of its kind in Europe. While not ageing well, the concept and idea of a 

new utopia, should not be demolished and thrown away. Future generations should be 
able to see what the concept was. If we remove it from the face of the earth, then 



 

people that lost more so the new town can be built. Their loses and sacrifices in their 
way of life at that time, counts for nought. 

¶ "The megastructure is an integral part of the planning and design of the town.  
It is a unique example of a built town centre which housed commercial, recreational, 
and civic facilities.  

It was a bold piece of architecture and embodies the vision of the time.  
Cumbernauld was a modern model of a new town with high density neighbourhoods 
clustered around the town centre. This allowed people to easily walk or drive to the 

facilities.  
It is unfortunate that the building was never fully realised, and parts have been 
demolished. The brave building is swamped by drab retail sheds.  

It would great to see the structure saved as part of the redevelopment of the town. In 
the Chanel 4 series on demolition, they proposed saving the structure." 

¶ Iconic architectural structure from the Brutalist era. LǘΩǎ in architectural books all over 
the world as an example of town planning from this period. 

¶ This is a unique structure in Scotland that has suffered through lack of proper 
investment. 

¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld for 50 years + I think it just this building is what 
Cumbernauld what the design of Cumbernauld was all about when it was built. Style and 

different from the regular boring towns. 

¶ I think it is pretty much unique in Scotland in terms of its original Scope 
¶ Its original function of an enclosed multi-functional Town Centre, accessible to the 

whole of Cumbernauld and beyond using public transport could not be more relevant. 

¶ It is unique, it should be publicly owned 

¶ Cumbernauld as originally designed & constructed is unique in its architectural ambition 
& delivery. Whilst substantial altered since, there remains sufficient built form both 
internally & externally to merit special designation of listing. However, consideration of 
future renovations should try and address the failings of the approach in a place-based 
way, to improve perceptions of safety, pedestrian access and quality of environment. 

¶ unique solidly built structure 

¶ There is no other building like this, and it is very much the centre of the vision for the 
άƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴέ that was Cumbernauld. 

¶ Having lived in Cumbernauld for almost fifty years, the Town Centre is a unique 
landmark, showing great imagination and skills that were present at the time of 
conception. 

¶ It is a unique design built to illustrate a modern community as seen in the 60s and 70s 

¶ This is the only standing megastructure in the UK 
¶ Absolute dump. Badly designed and needs demolished. 

¶ Nothing of interest about the building whatsoever, it is an eyesore. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƳŜǎǎ 

¶ "Whilst it is an example of brutalised architecture it has seen altered to an extent that 
the value of the building as a historical example is lost. 
It is at present an eye sore and provided very little of the benefit that it was intended to 
when first constructed." 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre is an eyesore, never mind the inside.  Mouldy ceilings, 
buckets full of water left right and centre! 



 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ .Ǌǳǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ōǊƛƭƭƛŀƴǘΣ ōŜŀǳǘƛŦǳƭ ŀƴŘ ƻŦ ƎǊŜŀǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ 
value. But this should not come at the detriment of the local facilities and environment.  
¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ LǘΩǎ ŘƛƭŀǇƛŘŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ŦǊŀƴƪƭȅΦ !ƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ  
Tear it down!" 

¶ Complete eyesore 

¶ Absolutely no architectural interest at all.   It is a blight on the centre of Cumbernauld, 
especially considering its current condition. 

¶ It is an eyesore in the town centre and lowers the reputation of Cumbernauld as a whole 

¶ The place is an absolute eyesore and should be demolished. 

¶ There is nothing to recommend the current Town Centre buildings.  They are an eyesore 
which always look rundown.  The bus area particularly is dirty and unsafe.  There is no 
reason why tourists or people from other parts of North Lanarkshire would come to see 
it or shop there even if it was a listed building.  The people of Cumbernauld deserve 

something much better, including more choice of large shops, restaurants, and a 
cinema.   The area, including the village, has a rich history which isn't evidenced by the 
dilapidated town centre and some of the council house areas. 

¶ The centre used to be significant but years of neglect and modifications to the original 
plans have resulted in it just being a leaky, hard to navigate, mess of a structure.  The 
central portion of it has large sections which have been uninhabited for many years, 

leaks, poor access and lighting 
¶ The structure is not only an eyesore, but it is no longer fit for purpose. It has many dark 

spaces, is quiet and unused in places and is not viewed as a safe space. It does not 

provide the facilities needed in a modern new town and takes up space that could be 
much better used. It does not provide a central civic space and is seen by most residents 
as a monstrosity.  I have ƴŜǾŜǊ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ŀǘ ƛǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǇǊƛŘŜΣ ƴŜǾŜǊ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ άǿƘŀǘ ŀ ƎǊŜŀǘ 

ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎέ ŀƴŘ ƴŜǾŜǊ ǎŜŜƴ ƛǘ ŀǎ ǎƻƳŜǿƘŜǊŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇǊƻǳŘ ƻŦΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ ǘƻǿƴ ŀǊŜ 
good, kind, caring people who deserve better. 

¶ It is ugly and appears to have been added to and amended, repainted and has appeared 
neglected in terms of upkeep over the years. Its original structure is difficult to 
determine amongst the tangle of buildings 

¶ I feel that any special interest it home would purely be in the niche of the architectural 
profession and not to the community, or country, as a whole. There are so many parts of 
the building now missing which were core to the original plan (e.g. the Eagle Lodge, the 

Woolco / original Asda block, most of the south face) that it has become irrelevant. Its 
theory can still be studied. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƘǳƎŜ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅΦ Lǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƛƴ ōŜƛƴƎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƻǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŀ 
refuge for leaks in the roof and for people getting lost. 

¶ The shopping centre is a mess total eye sore in the town 
¶ It has always been an eyesore and degrading to the Cumbernauld area and its 

reputation. 

¶ It's a horrendous eyesore. A blight on Cumbernauld and should be redeveloped to bring 
us into the 21st century and to provide something to the town that is actually useful. 

¶ I think the town centre is an eyesore in my opinion and is not fit for purpose. The centre 
has been long overdue a regeneration. 

¶ It is an eyesore. The vast majority of the residents of Cumbernauld want to see it raised 
ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ Ǉǳrpose 



 

¶ "This building is an example of an attempt at urban cleansing, which was valiant, but 
ultimately failed.   
Architectural merit is subjective, but this building has been voted the worst in Britain 
ǊŜǇŜŀǘŜŘƭȅΦ  LǘΩǎ ōŜǎǘ ǘƻ ƭŜǘ ǎƻƳŜ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ƎƻΦ  5ŜƳƻƭƛǘion is the only way here." 

¶ "It is not maintained to a high enough standard to make it attractive or easy to move 
around 
It is outdated and unsuitable for 2022" 

¶ it is an eyesore ... ŘƻƴΩǘ think anyone has any interest in it. 

¶ It's an eyesore that's in disrepair 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŘǳƳǇΣ ǘƘŜ ǇƭŀŎŜ ƭŜŀƪǎΣ ƛǘ ƭƻƻƪǎ ǘŜǊǊƛōƭŜ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ǿƘƻ Ǉŀȅ ŎƻǳƴŎƛƭ 

tax to have a sub-standard leaking unusable building filled with nothing but charity 
shops. 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳŀƪŜ ƳŜ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ƛǘ ǳƴƭŜǎs absolutely 
necessary.  
It is not visually appealing 
It is dark, gloomy outdated, not fit for purpose 
Keeping this as a listed building will mark Cumbernauld as a carbuncle always" 

¶ Bits and pieces have been added to it over the years. There is no cohesion. 

¶ It a maze with very poor facilities. The shops are few and far between with gaps a plenty. 
It is confusing for anyone who visits. The quality of shops are poor. I've lived in 
Cumbernauld on and off for 50yrs and the centre is an embarrassing eyesore not fit for 
purpose. We deserve much better. 

¶ It's an embarrassing eyesore on the outside and inside it's worse and in bad state of 
disrepair. Gloomy and shambolic, not somewhere I enjoy shopping in or visiting. 

¶ "It's time to bring Cumbernauld Town centre into the 21st century, yes the building was 
great in its time but that was back in the 60s 
It's now 2022 it just sits there unused when we could actually have a fully functioning 

centre" 

¶ This is a New Town built using experimental construction techniques where cheap won 
over durability with a level of planned obsolescence when some of those techniques 
prove to be unsustainable, they were expected to be replaced, the Town Centre was 
never expected to remain static in its design or construction, unfortunately it's failure 
has come sooner than was probably expected, the number of people who consider this 
of special architectural interest are a tiny minority worldwide who do not live in this 
town and do not have to cope with the problems this Town Centre has, it is unfair that 
Cumbernauld's citizens should have to contend with living in a Architects theme park as 

living exhibits. 

¶ It is a concrete monstrosity. There is no architectural skill or imagination, it is not even 
functional being a place where local residents won't go 

¶ LǘΩǎ an architectural nightmare.  Should be demolished. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ƭƛŎƪŜŘ ƛƴ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ Ƴȅ ǿƘƻƭŜ ƭƛŦŜΣ ƛǘ ƘƻƭŘǎ ƴƻ 
sentimental value to me. 

¶ This Building was built to serve the community in the 60s and is not fit for purpose now, 
and whether people think it is of special interest due to it being the first indoor shopping 
centre is certainly not a reason to keep the building. It brings Cumbernauld down and 



 

needs to be replaced by a centre that brings pride to the people of Cumbernauld and 
businesses to make it a valuable asset. 

¶ "The structure is an eyesore and will continue to deteriorate. Preserving it in its place 
would be detrimental to the economic future of the town and its residents.  The only 
architectural interest it has is an example of how not to build a town centre. 

If absolutely necessary, the structure should be dismantled and moved to a site where it 
would not inhibit progress and be offensive to see.  Alternatively photographs and plans 
could be put in a museum.   

The need to upgrade the town centre far outweighs any architectural interest." 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ 
Horrendous shopping centre no decent shops empty units filled with charity shops. 
²ƘŜƴ ƛǘ Ǌŀƛƴǎ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƳƻǊŜ ōǳŎƪŜǘǎ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŀƴ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǎŜŀǎƛŘŜΦ LǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ 
ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘΦ L ǿƻƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ƛǘ ƛƴ Ƴȅ ƭƛŦŜǘƛƳŜ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ ōǳǘ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ƛǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ 
the up and coming families" 

¶ The original town centre has been lost with all the additions to it or fallen down/ 
subsided and demolished so it has no architectural importance left. 

¶ It may have won some awards back in the 70s, but this is by no means an architectural 
masterpiece. It is a horrendous eyesore on a site that needs major redevelopment. It's 
damp and dark no matter what time of the year. The place has so many issues within it 

would be cheaper to tear down and rebuild than to repair and bring back up to 
something worth being proud of. Please, please, please, don't list this building. Get rid of 
it, sooner the better. 

¶ It was an experiment that did not succeed 

¶ "Although at one point the building may have been considered ground-breaking and 
forward thinking, it is now holding back the town and is considered an embarrassment 
by the residents of Cumbernauld. A concrete monolith that is crumbling, leaks and 
smells of dampness is hardly of architectural significance.  

The buildings history can be remembered and studied in documents and photographic 
ŦƻǊƳΦ Lǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ƛƴ ǇƭŀŎŜΣ ǎƭƻǿƭȅ ŎǊǳƳōƭƛƴƎ ŀǎ ŀ ǘŜǎǘŀƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ŀ Ŧlawed 
architectural vision." 

¶ It is an absolute monstrosity. I am not aware of vast numbers of people coming to 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ƻŦ ǎŜŜƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ΨǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ 
ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΩΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŦŀƭƭƛƴƎ ŀǇŀǊǘ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ŀŦŦǊƻƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ. 

¶ "This building is a physical eyesore that fails as a consequence to deliver key social & 
economic function. There is no architectural joy or soul to attract or delight. There is no 
incentive to visit. 
Place making sits at the heart of current architectural & civic agenda and this fails on 
every count." 

¶ Whilst the Town Centre may have been a building of interest when it was built over 60 
years ago, it is just not fit for purpose anymore. The building is crumbling, neglected, 
utterly depressing and just doeǎƴΩǘ ǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ ŀƴȅ ǿŀȅΣ ƛƴ ŀ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǘƻǿƴ ƛƴ нлннΦ 

¶ "LǘΩǎ of architectural interest but it is an absolute eyesore now. 
It has not been well maintained and it shows!" 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ƻƭŘ ƻǊ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘƛƴƎ   
LǘΩǎ ŀ ǎƘŀǇŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎƪȅ  
LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ IƻǳǎŜǎ ƻŦ tŀǊƭƛŀƳŜƴǘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ  
LǘΩǎ not Stirling castle / Edinburgh castle/ Wallace monument" 



 

¶ "The building has no architectural merits of any kind. From the day it was completed it 
was largely unmaintainable and continues to be so. It did not and does not fulfil its 
primary function as a town centre in terms of accessibility or aesthetic appearance. 
For example the bus station is divided North and south by a dual carriageway requiring a 
long and tortuous route to access one from the other." 

¶ It is not fit for current use and certainly not fit for the future, its old fashioned and seem 
better days 

¶ Has no historical significance to the local area. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƛƴǎƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ ƻǳǘΦ tƻƻǊƭȅ ƭŀƛŘ ƻǳǘ ŀƴŘ ǾŜǊȅ ŘƛŦŦƛŎǳƭǘ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘΦ bƻǘ 
attractive for new retailers and not enjoyed by the population 

¶ I do not believe there is any special architecture. It was a test which has failed miserably 
and there are so many dangerous walk paths along the old town centre where criminal 
activity could occur. It is a place that Cumbernauld people (old and new) are ashamed 
of. 

¶ It was built for its time, but has not been properly maintained either by the council or 
private landlord and is no longer fit for purpose 

¶ It is vastly dated, and half of the original building is missing due to some reconstruction 
and is an eyesore of a building. The complete town centre needs to be flattened and a 
modern and attractive replacement put in its place, then maybe we can have a town 

centre to be proud of and the jokes will come to an end. 
¶ It may once have been, ōǳǘ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀƭǘŜǊŜŘ ǎƻ ƳǳŎƘ ƛǘΩǎ ƭƻǎǘ ƛǘ ƛƴǘŜƎǊƛǘȅ 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ Ƴƻƴǎtrosity of a building with little benefit to the wider 
community.  
The space would be better being repurposed for a wider use for the next generation of 
residences here and put a positive spin on the already negative view people have of the 
area" 

¶ The town centre has been an eye sore for many years. Having lived in Cumbernauld for 
от ȅŜŀǊǎΣ L ƘŀǾŜ ǿŀǘŎƘŜŘ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ŘŜǘŜǊƛƻǊŀǘŜ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ LǘΩǎ ǎŀŘΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ 
ōǊƛƴƎƛƴƎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǘƻ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΦ LǘΩǎ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƛƴƎΦ ¢Ƙŀƴƪǎ ŀƭǎƻ ǿƻǊƪ ƛƴ /ƻǊƴŜǊǎǘƻƴŜ 
House aƴŘ Ŏŀƴ ǎŜŜ ŜǾŜǊȅ Řŀȅ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ǘƘŜǊŜΦ DƛǾŜ 

the people of Cumbernauld to be proud of instead of being the laughing joke of North 
Lanarkshire 

¶ I think the building is undoubtedly of historic importance. However, years of neglect, 
adaptation and short-ǎƛƎƘǘŜŘ άƳƻŘŜǊƴƛǎŀǘƛƻƴέ ƘŀǾŜ ƭŜŦǘ ƛǘ ƛƴ ǇƻƻǊ ŎƻƴŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ 
resemblance to the original. Whilst an important building, a town centre must, by its 
nature, be a functional and useful space for the people who use it, along with being 

desirable as a destination. The ideology behind the existing town centre was sound, but 
society has changed, and residents and visitors deserve better. 

¶ Passed its best, hasn't aged well, not suitable for any of its purposes, 

¶ I really do not feel any architecture value or interest in the Cumbernauld Town Centre. It 
is an eyesore and the area could drastically be improved. The building is date and not 
environmentally friendly to run and operate. 

¶ Think it should be pulled down for the town to move on from the time warp it is in 
¶ Just an absolute eye sore. 

¶ No one shops there.  It is an eyesore. 



 

¶ The building is an eyesore and not fit for purpose in the 21st century. Every time it rains 
you have to navigate your way around numerous buckets collecting leaks all over the 
centre. It is no wonder the centre has won the Carbuncle Award so many times. A town 
the size of Cumbernauld deserves a town centre which is designed to meet the needs of 
ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜǎ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ƭƛǾƛƴƎ ƛƴΦ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ it deserves the title 

of special architectural interest. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǘƻǘŀƭ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŀ ŘǊŀƛƴ ƻƴ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘŀƪŜ ŀƴȅ 
friends or family there. Always dodging buckets catching water, avoiding corridors which 
are smelly. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ Ƙƻǿ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ōŜ ōǳƛƭǘΦ 

¶ I believe the centre is a hotch-potch of pathways, blocked off mazes, and serves no 
benefit as it currently stands 

¶ I find it an eyesore to look at and a nightmare to navigate inside it. 

¶ It is the perfect example of poor architecture and as such should not be designated as 
special in any way 

¶ Ugly building that should be flattened. 

¶ The building is crude and ugly with negligible architectural merit. It is not fit for purpose. 
The building should be the subject of retention of photographic record only and 
demolished. 

¶ It is unsightly and does not prove any architectural genius. It is also not fit for purpose to 
the people of Cumbernauld 

¶ Perhaps if the upkeep of the building had been met, I would have said otherwise, but 
unfortunately it now lies in disrepair and is an immediate eyesore as you enter the heart 
of Cumbernauld 

¶ this is a horrible looking building; it is not one of historical value 

¶ The building has been altered dramatically from its original build. 

¶ The building is there to be of use to the people of Cumbernauld. We need a safe, sound 
building, neither of which we have now. 

¶ It would be in /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ best interest to demolish the building. A lick of paint does 
not and will not make the town centre better. It needs updated 

¶ "The building is an impractical and sometimes hostile environment to have to be in.  
There are times that, particularly in an evening I would not go near the place. The design 
has numerous hidden corners. It is poorly built and maintained with buckets to catch 
leaks constantly located throughout.  
Its prime purpose has ceased to be fulfilled, particularly the bus station area, which feels 
truly unwelcoming. I would never use the bus station day or night if avoidable. We 
urgently need a clean, practical, safe and maintainable facility in the town." 

¶ It was famous at the time and won awards. Now its famous for being ugly. 
¶ Architectural embarrassment 

¶ It's a horrible eyesore of a building. It is definitely a reason why people avoid and spend 
their money elsewhere EG. Glasgow Fort and the forge shopping centre. 

¶ I am not a specialist in architecture. 
¶ Functionally the building does not work. Since its construction it has evolved to such an 

extent that it is now a random, confusing, disjointed eyesore inside and out. There are 

ǎƻ Ƴŀƴȅ ΨŘŜŀŘΩ ǎǇŀŎŜǎ ƛƴǎƛŘŜ ǘƘŜ ǇǊƻǇŜǊǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƻǳǘǎƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ ōŜƴŜŀǘƘ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ ǳƴǿŜƭŎƻƳƛƴƎ 



 

and at times intimidating. In short, going there is, without exception, a very negative 
experience. 

¶ It's a disgusting, depressing lump of concrete.  There are absolutely beautiful buildings 
which are being allowed to rot and decay in Glasgow City centre which should be listed 
and preserved but aren't. There are also older buildings in both Condorrat and 

Cumbernauld villages which should be saved at all costs. But the town centre!!!! 
Absolutely not. Nothing could possibly be done to this building to make it seem 
welcoming and inviting. Anyone who believes this should be preserved should be made 

dismantle it brick by brick and rebuild it in their town or city if they are that keen on it 
because Cumbernauld doesn't want it. 

¶ It is an eyesore which would be difficult to alter to meet modern needs if listed. Indeed, I 
do not believe it met its original needs in a sensible manner. It has no architectural merit 
other than an example of experimental architecture gone wrong. It may have initially 
been lauded but then so were the emperor's new clothes and they were also only an 
illusion of grandeur. 

¶ Knock it down and build Cumbernauld a functional town centre that will encourage 
commerce into the town 

¶ The building has always been an eyesore and it has never been in good condition. The 
people of Cumbernauld would prefer the building to be ripped down. 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀƴȅƳƻǊŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ŘƛǎƧƻƛƴǘŜŘΣ ǿŜ ŎŀƴΩǘ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘ ΨōƛƎ ƴŀƳŜΩ ǎǘƻǊŜǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 
town due to the building infrastructure and mish mash of footfall, and locally the town 

ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ΨǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩΣ ΨǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩ ŀƴŘ ΨǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ ƴŜǿ 
ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩ ǘƻ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦȅ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎƛŘŜκǇŀǊǘ ōŜƛƴƎ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻΦ ¢ƘŜ ΨƻƭŘ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩ ǿƘƛƭǎǘ 
at one point in its history was seen as cutting edge, is no longer and has no aesthetic or 
practicality of use to be deemed to feasible to be kept. 

¶ "This town centre has been the subject of bad jokes and won the town awards of being 
ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊǎǘ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ƳƻǾŜ ƻƴ ŀƴŘ ƎƛǾŜ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŀ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǘƻ ōŜ 

proud of.  
I frequently go to other towns for shopping to enable me to get what I need. 
I would however say I am very pleased that we have the new retail park, however this 

has not been maintained to the standard it deserves. The litter problem is a disgrace, 
and loose paving slabs." 

¶ It's been an eyesore for years. No particular reason to keep for architecture purpose.  
There is nothing special about the building if anything ƛǘΩǎ an unaffordable structure that 
makes the town a laughingstock and drives away new businesses. 

¶ I find it extremely difficult to imagine any aspect of this building as anything other than 
an eyesore. 

¶ I think any building should be aesthetically pleasing and suitable for purpose. 
Cumbernauld Town Centre is neither. Many areas are dark and threatening not to 
mention inaccessible in the evening. 

¶ The building has been extended and altered many times over the years which has 
detracted from the original design and purpose 

¶ The building is an eyesore and should be demolished as soon as practicable. 
¶ The site looks ghastly and unwelcoming 

¶ LǘΩǎ of interest because of the unique design and all it meant to people, but that should 
be recorded before its knocked down and rebuilt as something useful. 

¶ Keeps the town in the dark ages and does not bring anything to the town except ridicule 



 

¶ "While at the time of construction, this building is was recognised as significant, the 
building has not been adequately maintained and so now of no significance.  
The building has also been changed and adapted over time.  
The building is no longer fit for purpose." 

¶ The Town centre is a disgrace it needs to go 

¶ I'm sorry to say the building is an eyesore.  The internal layout is very haphazard and 
externally it looks old and ugly.  We have a wonderful opportunity to modernise our 
town and invite new businesses to help us thrive.   Cumbernauld has so much potential, 
and it would be lovely to see some forward thinking on this. 

¶ The town centre is a failed project. The amount of people that would prefer to drive to 
other locations for a decent shopping centre is deplorable! The size of Cumbernauld 
would suggest we should have a decent shopping centre, one which would attract 
people and investors. The current set up is encouraging charity shops, pound shops and 
people collecting for charity. 

¶ Eyesore - worst architectural building ever. 
¶ Having worked and shopped in this building I have always found it difficult to find my 
ǿŀȅ ŀǊƻǳƴŘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ŎƻƭŘΣ ŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ǇŀǊǘ ŀƴŘ ǎƳŜƭƭǎ ŘŀƳǇΦ  Lǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻ 
appeal feel always ducking and diving to find way around. Always preferred shopping in 
other towns with nicer more practical shopping. 

¶ It is special but only as an example of flawed Modernist architecture. As far as I know, 
the architect, Geoffrey Copcutt, did not carry out any further significant projects as he 
wandered the world in despair.  The design may have obtained acclaim in some 
international journals but to locals it always was a white elephant. When I was asked to 
address its problems as an architect, I had to work with the Building Research 
Establishment to address the serious fire escape and control systems problems, and 
close in shopping malls which suffered from being exposed to wet and windy 
Cumbernauld. 

¶ "It is a particularly bad example of the architecture of its day. 
It looks like a children's drawing of a futuristic building and there was no thought into its 
maintenance and access.  
It is a concrete jungle (now painted a strong blue to hide the stains from overflow and 
broken pipes). 
There is nothing about this structure that students could learn about architecture other 
than how not to do it. I can't see why anyone would be interested in visiting the town to 
see it. 
In my opinion the only people who will want to see it listed are those who don't live 
here, and/or don't have the upkeep (or lack of) of it. 
It is holding Cumbernauld back - it makes the town look poor." 

¶ I strongly disagree that Cumbernauld town centre is of any special architectural interest. 
I have grown up in Cumbernauld and the town centre is an eyesore. It is embarrassing 
and brings absolutely no value/service to the community or its residents. The current 
Cumbernauld town centre should be demolished, and a more modern/convenient 
design should be built in its place that benefits the residents of Cumbernauld and brings 
more shops/services that benefit the local economy. A large proportion of the 
Cumbernauld town centre is currently inhabitable, and brands/shops do not want to be 
associated with it, this is of massive detriment to the Cumbernauld residents and local 
economy. 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ eyesore needs pulled down and rebuilt no longer fit for purpose. 
¶ It is a shithole needs blow up 

¶ An eyesore and brings down the town 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ ²Ŝ ǿƻƴ ŎŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ ǘǿƛŎŜΦ IƻǊǊƛōƭŜ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘΦ 

¶ LǘΩǎ not, ƛǘΩǎ an absolute eyesore where most of the town centre is wasted space. It 
needs tore down with a redesign where it can be used to make the lives of the people of 
Cumbernauld people more positive with proper shops and facilities to suit a large town. 

¶ The building is an eyesore and is an example of bad design The people of Cumbernauld 
should not be forced to look at it any longer. Preserve it by taking it away somewhere if 
you need to. It can be videoed and photograph for posterity if necessary 

¶ Poorly planned and constructed.  Not user friendly. More of a planners dream and a 
users' nightmare. 

¶ It is a unique town centre and when it was built it had many different uses, however as 
time has gone on there are many empty and dilapidated parts of the town centre, parts 
that are inaccessible and unused. LǘΩǎ time for this structure to be demolished and 
something more useful put in its place. 

¶ It's an eyesore that has already been butchered beyond the original design. 
¶ I personally see it as a sign of depression. There has been no growth within the 

community, and this shows it, Cumbernauld is still living in the past. It is an eyesore, and 
no amount of paint can cover that 

¶ It is no longer fit for purpose. Looking at Livingston shopping centre it is more inviting 
and draws the appropriate retailers to the area. 

¶ The centre is a mess. It should be pulled down and start again 

¶ I am unsure if the architecture typifies a specific style or a design that is significant (or 
will become significant in the future) in the history of architecture 

¶ There is some very niche academic interest I suppose from the perspective of the history 
of town planning, but surely the interests/needs of the wider community who actually 
need to live with and use this building vastly outweigh these considerations.  I believe 
technology could be used to document all aspects of the building for future 
reference/study if required, e.g., VR walkthroughs.  There is no need to retain this 

building simply for its very slight interest to a small number of niche academics. 

¶ It's an eyesore, well past its sell by date, 
¶ This type of brutalist architecture is common across Scotland, sadly.  The town centre 

lacks light, joy and convenience making it an unhappy place to shop, work or eat in.  
Cumbernauld residents deserve a better environment for their shopping and leisure 
activities 

¶ While I would like to see the Town Centre retained it is in poor condition and sine of its 
features are already lost. If it is retained, it will need love and care to restore it 

¶ "It is a monstrosity of a building that is totally outdated and rotten throughout and is 
designed with many different flaws and is very expensive to maintain  
Most important thing is that it's not a pleasant place to walk around so not practical" 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƛǎ ŜȄǘǊŜƳŜƭȅ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ ƛǊǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ƻǳǊ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ 
requirements. The past is a place of reference not of residence. 

¶ Whilst the original concept was revolutionary at the time, Cumbernauld town centre has 
not withstood the effects of time well, and the remaining buildings now offer little if any 
positive contribution to the townscape or urban realm of Cumbernauld. There are many 



 

other examples of good modernist architecture in Cumbernauld that are much more 
worthy of preservation - for example the college building, our lady's high school and St 

Mungo's Church. These buildings all provide a positive contribution to the town both 
architecturally and through their uses.  Sadly, Cumbernauld town centre is now a 
negative feature of the community and has a negative impact on sense of place in the 
town. It is also a barrier to pedestrian accessibility and safe movements between 
facilities. 

¶ It is hideous outdated and not fit for purpose 

¶ It is one example of that particular form. 

¶ The centre is an eyesore!  It is certainly not what I would consider architecture worthy of 
protecting.  Buildings such as those you see in our major cities are proper architecture!  
Possibly keep the shopping areas and demolish the other in parts. 

¶ "It is not well designed. It is not suitable for purpose and not so special that it should be 
preserved. 
It is an ugly eyesore that should be removed." 

¶ It never fulfilled the expectations as a Town centre. It was uninviting because it was dull 
and draughty. 

¶ It's an eyesore and looks badly maintained. 

¶ I can understand professional people (architects, artists etc) having an interest in 
preserving the megastructure as it is an example of innovative design.  However, it does 
not successfully fulfil its raison d'etre as a functioning town centre.  It is an ugly & 
depressing place to be & the needs of Cumbernauld's residents, for a serviceable town 
centre, should not be sacrificed to maintain what some seem to believe is an 
architectural icon. 

¶ This building is filthy. An eyesore. LǘΩǎ the butt of all jokes. Extremely embarrassing. LǘΩǎ 
well past its time. No one wants to shop in it 

¶ It's a crumbling eyesore, the residents of the town deserve better. 

¶ The structure is an eyesore and embarrassment to Cumbernauld and its residents. It is 
not fit for purpose. I am even embarrassed to tell people i live in Cumbernauld as they 
usually think of people living near this structure. The structure is also an embarrassment 

nationally and internationally. 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre is of no benefit to the residents of the town to be seen of 
special architectural interest.  I feel it hinders the future development of the town 
centre.  It is basically a concrete monstrosity. 

¶ Outdated, not fit for purpose. Encourages people to shop and visit Glasgow City Centre 
as opposed to shop locally. 

¶ Architectural peculiarity, as is this case with this building, should not take precedent 
over the functionality and designated/intended purpose of the site. As a town centre for 
use of and benefit of the Cumbernauld community, the functional design and practical 
amenities are much more important than the preservation of a structure that has - for 
decades! - been the subject of ridicule both in appearance and lack of appropriate and 
evolving facilities that do benefit the people of Cumbernauld. 

¶ It is an eyesore that is holding the town back. Utterly depressing and a blight on the 
town.  It needs to go asap. 

¶ The only 'special interest' is of how ugly a building can be and how misguided architects 
can be in believing that people will actually be willing to tolerate such an eyesore. 



 

¶ It is an eyesore. As an art teacher, I am aware that this belongs to the Brutalist art 
movement, however, there are plenty of other Brutalist architectural sites already 
available in less prominent areas. I believe it is important that we replace this hideous 
building with something aesthetically pleasing that the community can be proud of. 
Being surrounded by ugly buildings can be detrimental to mental health. 

¶ "The building is an eyesore and serves no use at all.  
Lifts constantly not working and the way it is designed the access for people with 
disabilities struggle with 
Too much wasted space and no interest from businesses to relocate there" 

¶ Total eyesore 

¶ "It was an interesting experiment of the time, but a gross failure. An eyesore, a rotting 
mass of environmentally unfriendly degrading concrete, an international embarrassment 
to anyone who lives here (and I live with five miles). 
The 'Plook on the Plinth' prize is not awarded lightly. 
I'd love to see another new and exciting building here, but this pile of brutalist garbage is 
in the way. 
The features can be retained digitally in high resolution 3D these days, for the benefit of 
the dwindling numbers of brutalism fans and architectural historians: nothing will be lost 
by demolition. 

But we, the people who live nearby and use these facilities daily, vote for demolition, 
because the buildings are unfit for purpose." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƭŀǎǎƛŎ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ŀ ǘǊƛǳƳǇƘ ƻŦ ŦƻǊƳ ƻǾŜǊ function. Failure. 

¶ The building is an eye sore 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ Ǝƻǘ ƭŜŀƪǎ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ Ŧƭƻǿ ǇǊƻǇŜǊƭȅ 

¶ It's an eyesore not fit for purpose 

¶ It is a total disgrace and very rarely would shop there now 

¶ "The planning and organisation of the time when it was being built is of architectural 
interest. The building that exists today is not. That's not even saying so because it has 
fallen into disrepair and needs regenerated. I'm saying it's not simply because it was an 
incomplete project from its founding. Funding was removed early on, it was never 

finished  
Add to this the fact that the plan for boutique shopping units is not only unfit for the 
21st century, it was outmoded from the 70s with the pursuit of big box retail.  

Retain the documents the pictures, video, newspaper cuttings, planning applications but 
nobody who lives and works here should see any purpose in retaining the relic.  
it's not even suitable for retrofitting or upgrading if the environment is your concern 
because the works would need to be so extensive that any carbon minimization would 
be negligible." 

 

¶ The building is an eyesore and needs knocked down and re designed.  This is not a listed 
building design. The bus stations were supposed to be upgraded years ago need nothing 
has been done. 

¶ The TC is a cement eyesore 

¶ L ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ interest, ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ ŦŀƭƭŜƴ ƛƴǘƻ ǎǳŎƘ ŀ ǎǘŀǘŜ ƻŦ ŘƛǎǊŜǇŀƛǊ ƛǘΩǎ 
ƴƻǘ ǾƛŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜ ŀǎ ŀƴȅ ǎƻǊǘ ƻŦ ŎƻƳƳŜǊŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΦ tŜƻǇƭŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ŎŀǊŜ ŀōƻǳǘ ƛǘΦ !ƭƭ 
ǘƘŜ ƛƴǘŜǊƭƛƴƪƛƴƎ ŎƻǊǊƛŘƻǊǎ ǊŜŜƪ ƻŦ ǳǊƛƴŜΣ ƛŦκǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ŘƛǎŀǇǇŜŀǊǎ ƛǘ ǿƻƴΩǘ ōŜ ƳƛǎǎŜŘΦ tŜƻǇƭŜ 
who live in Cumbernauld have grown to hate this building; it stands as symbol of all 



 

ǘƘŀǘΩǎ ǿǊƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΦ !ƴȅ ŀŎǘƛƻƴ ǎƘƻǊǘ ƻŦ ǘŜŀǊƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ŀōƻƳƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ƎǊƻǳƴŘ 
ƛǎ ƻŦ ŀ ƎǊŜŀǘ ŘƛǎǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΦ ¸ƻǳΩƭƭ ōŜ ŎƻƴŘŜƳƴƛƴƎ ǳǎ ǘƻ 

another 50 years of appearing in the Carbuncle award. Please please please tear it 
down. Signed Cumbernauld resident of 38 years 

¶ A cumbersome and confusing hotch potch of architectural ideas. 

¶ It was of its time. 

¶ "It is awful and does not give the residents a facility they can use and is not a community 
hub. 
I resent non-residents and users of the centre coming in and trying to prevent the 
ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƛƭƭ ƳƻǾŜ ƻƴǘƻ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ άǎŀǾƛƴƎέ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ƭŜŦǘ 
with the day to day reality." 

¶ It is an eyesore 
¶ The building has passed its best, is too small and outdated. Other centres e.g. EK are 

bright airy and spacious so there are multiple sites to go to instead. Wherever we go we 

meet others who have come from Cumbernauld to get shopping cinema sports etc etc 
¶ For architects it may have some historical significance - as a user it has been changed 

altered and no longer serves the purpose for which it was created. The living spaces 
have been abandoned, the pubs and clubs decimated and the Golden Eagle Hotel which 
was the vibrant heart of the life of the structure demolished. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ŀǘ ŀƭƭ ŀŜǎǘƘŜǘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǇƭŜŀǎƛƴƎ 
¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǘƘŜǊŜ Ƴȅ ǿƘƻƭŜ ƭƛŦŜ ōǳǘ LΩƳ ǎǳǊŜ LΩƳ ƴƻǘ ŀƭƻƴŜ ƛƴ ǎŀȅƛƴƎ 
ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƴǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΗ 

¶ This structure has been a blot on the landscape for many years it is time we got a new 
town centre that is appealing to many members of the public and retailers, the town is 
dying as many businesses close and units lie empty we urgently need an upgrade 

¶ It is only of interest in the sense of being a cautionary tale of good intentions going badly 
wrong. 

¶ The town centre has simply been left behind in the dark ages! in comparison to other 
new towns of a similar eras such as Livingston and East Kilbride. It is, in my opinion, not 
fit for purpose, time for a new approach, with better facilities. 

¶ I appreciate that Cumbernauld Town Centre is considered to be an example of Brutalist 
architecture. I would argue that it presents a bleak and depressing representation of our 
town to any outsiders travelling through. People are aware of it winning both the 
Carbuncle Award and Plook on the Plinth twice and make judgments on the whole town 
and its residents based on it. 

¶ There is a reason that the town centre and in particular, the megastructure is used in 
case studies all over the world by students of architecture and town/urban planning. It 
represents the desire to do embrace change and do something different. The town 
centre can still live up to its original vision. It just needs a little imagination and the out-
of-the-box thinking that brought it into the world in the first place. 

¶ There is nothing special about the building. It's a shopping centre with a road through 
the middle. It has no uniqueness nor characteristics that could not be replicated. 

¶ It's an eyesore so needs demolished 

¶ I have stayed in Cumbernauld all my life, and this is an eyesore and disgrace that the 
council have not actually looked to sort this out before now. 

¶ The building is an eyesore and unfit for purpose 



 

¶ The building is not as originally planned and most has already been knocked down/fallen 
down and therefore does not represent the original architecture vision. The building as 
it stands is a disaster and is not of architectural significance when there are better 
brutalist examples elsewhere 

¶ The building itself is rather derelict, outdated and has no place in the modern 
Cumbernauld community and does not fit with the general character of the surrounding 
area. 

¶ The architecture is not good, buildings like this should be demolished 

¶ It is an eyesore. 
¶ It's hideous, outdated, & when my former employer (a building surveying practice) 

surveyed it, it was already showing signs of structural stress. Frankly, it's ugly, outdated, 
& needs to be pulled down - if it is safe to do so (it's probably riddled with asbestos) 

¶ LǘΩǎ a carbuncle. Much of it is already gone and as such the historic interest is diluted 
massively. It looks little like the original building as it is. This is not a castle or historical 
structure of any interest to the public in general. It is our Town Centre which is not fit  for 
purpose, has no heart, has had little or no investment for years except to add the 
Antonine Centre onto it. A very expensive sticking plaster. 

¶ As a resident ƛǘΩǎ an absolute eye sore. Bad lightning poor access developed for a smaller 
community that's there now. 

¶ It is neither beautiful nor unique. No one is going to want to replicate this building or 
even parts of it. Also, given its fairly recent history compared to some other buildings 
listed by HES there is plenty of evidence and documentation about its conception and 

construction (films, blueprints, interviews with architects etc.), there is no need to retain 
the actual building itself for those few who may be interested in its history. 

¶ Brutalist architecture, not functional or sympathetic. It needs to be torn down and 
something better built in its place. 

¶ I do think the centre is of architectural interest as it was the first integrated, 
multipurpose and covered shopping mall in the UK. At the time it was built It was a 
vision for the future of town centres. 

¶ It's an unmitigated dump 

¶ An iconic structure but very outdated 
¶ Maybe 60 years ago but not now It's an eyesore. 

¶ "It is brutality architecture, the town centre helped win Cumbernauld the pimple award 
which meant that it was considered an eyesore by the rest of Scotland. 
The building leaks, wind howls through it and very much has sick building syndrome" 

¶ Totally unsuitable for modern day living. Displeasing to the eye whilst library and offices 
difficult to access. And of course there are the multiple buckets strategically placed to 
catch rain water. Slippery surfaces. The above two a danger to the visually impaired.   No 
central meeting point. Driving into it and under the big tunnel is to experience a cement 

sermon on ugliness. Parking is also an issue if one has more than two business or 
medical appointments 

¶ Not used to capacity, falling apart, not pleasant to look at 
¶ "The building totally failed to meet the communities needs from day 1. The design has 

proven to be impractical for retailers, businesses and for consumers of these services. 

Apart from simply being ugly from the outside, the interior of the building simply does 
not lend itself to efficient use for retail outlets or for another form of business. 



 

It has never been well occupied and if it becomes a listed building it will continue as a 
half empty white elephant - eating up resources in attempt to keep it in a reasonable 

state of repair, whilst performing no practical purpose in a cost-effective manner. 
If someone wants to keep it as a listed building for some weird architectural value, let 
them pay to move it to their back yard and pay for its continued upkeep." 

¶ Not a functional solution for a town centre. It neither looks hood nor is a pleasant place 
to frequent 

¶ The structure has had too many additions with poor planning and been neglected for far 
too long, it has become an embarrassment to the people who live here. 

¶ In the past maybe but nowadays it's an eyesore. Other town have way surpassed 
Cumbernauld on developing centres. Knock it down and start again 

¶ While it is a marvel of architecture that architecture is not fit for purpose in the 21st 
century and certainly not in a modern Cumbernauld. For the town to expand and 
improve the work on the town centre has to be done 

¶ The building is hideous and should be taken down and rebuilt as the label regeneration 
should mean make better or improve 

¶ Initially people came to see the exciting new place. It is now a place to go to see what 
NOT to do 

¶ "The current architecture is incredibly depressing and puts us off spending any more 
time than necessary in the town centre. We get what we need and then leave.  
The people of Cumbernauld and surrounding areas deserve a space that is uplifting (or 
at least not depressing) and this requires the demolition of the existing structure and 
will not be possible to the extent necessary if it is listed." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŘƛǎƧƻƛƴǘŜŘ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅΣ ǿƛǘƘ ƴƻ ǊŜŘŜŜƳƛƴƎ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎΣ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŀ ōƛǘ ƴƻǾŜƭ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ слǎ 
and 70s but has for years not functioned successfully as a Town Centre. 

¶ "The building is and always has been a disgrace to Cumbernauld. That's the reason it got 
the title of, 

""The Plook on the Hill."" 
I watched it being built and the sub-standard materials and workmanship proved what a 
dump it would end up being. Even the architect's ideas of bars and cafes on the 
thoroughfares within the centre were thrown out immediately by the local council, 
which showed the architects hadn't taken local ordinances into account. 
The place is a complete shambles and the lead shower of rain comes though the roof." 

¶ The town centre is very run down and not fit for purpose it's very poorly run as lifts and 
elevators are always out of order the state of the place in general is disgusting. ƛǘΩǎ a 
muggers paradise with all its nooks and cranies .Better off demolished . 

¶ It won awards in its time. It deserves to be restored and preserved 

¶ I think the building is superb containing a library and swimming pool - the shops inside 
were unique in their design some of them on two stories and even one entered by a long 
staircase( it may have hade ordinary doors but hey who could resist :) ) It had a bowling 
alley at one time (I ŘƻƴΩǘ know if it is still there), then the Golden Eagle hotel at the top! 
brilliant! 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre represents the kind of Architectural ambition that remained 
unbuilt in many other towns across Scotland. Although altered greatly, the nucleus of 

the megastructure is worth preservation. 

¶ "It's a magnificent brutalist building.  A fine example of architecture from this era.  



 

It's easy to say it's ugly and should be pulled down, but this building represents the 
vision of modernity at the time when new towns were being built." 

¶ It is clearly of some interest, but that must be balanced against its usefulness, which is 
limited. 

¶ It is sad that a consultation is required because it ought to have been listed long ago. 
Expressing the optimism of the modern movement in its post war phase, as part of 
Abercrombie's and Matthew's vision of new towns around Glasgow, the town centre 
building is one of the most significant architectural projects, if not the most significant, 
to have been built in Scotland in the past 100 years. It was a radical experiment, with all 
the risk of failures that can entail. CDC never was able to maintain it to the level required 

to prevent decay and dilapidation resulting in a much depreciated asset inherited by 
North Lanarkshire Council. The condition of the fabric, on which I am unable to 
comment since it has been over 30 years since I occasionally used the centre while 
residing in Kilsyth, should not detract from the importance of the concept and the 
ideology it embodies. That ideology has been subject to decades of revision and 
criticism. I think if the building was better explained to the public its significance may 
become more understood, if unlikely to be celebrated. Retention on the grounds of the 
negative impact of demolition on carbon dioxide release should be the presumption. 

¶ The design at the time was revolutionary. The concept also separated pedestrian and 
vehicular traffic to enhance safety of the public. 

¶ It's a very unique building that never lived up to its full potential, because of a chronic 
lack of investment and support from the council 

¶ "Even as a child I recognised it as being of significance and found it to be an exciting and 
unusual place which became special to me and, I know, to many others also. 
As a resident I felt a feeling of enthralment when using the shops, pubs, library etc as 
the routes to each venue were intriguing and sort of 'arty' in a variety of ways. 
It felt special because I knew of no other shopping centres like it...." 

¶ It no longer looks anything like the original 

¶ There is not one aesthetically pleasing aspect of any part of the building 
¶ The building is horrible both inside and outside, it drags down the whole look of 

Cumbernauld 

¶ The building is an eye sore and has served its purpose. The residents of Cumbernauld 
deserve better. The whole town would be better off with a modernisation. This will 
hopefully attract more varied retailers. Plan for the future not stuck in the past! 

¶ It's a disaster. It has been awful from day one and has somehow been left to rot. It's not 
fit for purpose and brings nothing whatsoever to Cumbernauld. The building is falling 
apart, it sweats (it's true - ask one of the architects, if they dare even show their faces 
anywhere), it's leaking, has awful services, a terrible layout, awful shops and a ridiculous 
fire safety system with alarms that only sound in some parts of the building. It belongs in 
a remake of Dawn of the Dead. 

¶ It is not special it is different as it has not been updated where others have been. By 
keeping the structure, you are stopping progress and holding back Cumbernauld as a 

town to attract investment and give local people jobs that are sadly lacking in this area. 
This means it will continue to go downhill and that will be quite a feat. Get rid of it and 
give the people a chance to have a future 

¶ The building gives no cultural, social, environmental Or economic value to Cumbernauld 
or any surrounding areas. 



 

¶ It is an absolute eyesore and not fit for the 21st Century. It brings the whole of 
Cumbernauld down and gives it a bad reputation. 

¶ I think the whole town centre desperately needs a rebuild for the future generations and 
to bring more businesses to Cumbernauld and encourage residents to use the down 
centre.  Right it's run down in areas and bus stops are disgrace and businesses are 
struggling to bring in customers and most outlets in the centre are empty. 

¶ It is an eye sore. 
¶ "It is not fit for purpose, an eyesore, extremely out date and unsafe in areas which are 

poorly lit and extremely quiet, especially for children and as a female I do not feel safe if 
I am alone in some of these areas. The design is awful. 
Surely with the town of Cumbernauld winning the Carbuncle Award twice, that speaks 
volumes. Not only does the majority of people in Cumbernauld despise it, it is mocked 
throughout Scotland!  
It is taking up a huge area of land which could be redeveloped and bring money and jobs 
into the centre of Cumbernauld. At the moment rent prices are extortionate so at best 
we have few permanent shops and a lot of pop-up shops which take advantage of the 
short term of reduced rent and then shut up shop after that period. 
In comparison to other town centres, it is a disgrace that a town the size of 
Cumbernauld is expected to put up with the sorry state of the shopping centre that we 

have. 
I strongly feel that we have served our time having to put up with that and deserve far 
better for us and the future generation of Cumbernauld!" 

¶ It's simply an absolute eyesore. This is an opportunity to modernise the town centre 
without hanging onto this monstrosity! 

¶ ϦLǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǇǳƭƭŜŘ ŘƻǿƴΦ LǘΩǎ ŘŜǘǊŀŎǘƛƴƎ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΦ  
There is no reason whatsoever to keep it. The whole town is stuck in a basin of 
mediocrity. Most of all this eyesore." 

¶ "Although the building was revolutionary at the time it was built the centre is no longer 
fit for purpose  half the site is derelict and having been bought by North Lanarkshire 
Council it would be a significant waste of ǘŀȄǇŀȅŜǊǎΩ money to bring the building up to 
standard.  
The EK Centre was similarly  ground breaking  however  at least there they realised that 
the building wasn't fit for purpose and rebuilt accordingly." 

¶ It is fundamentally a concrete box that is falling down. The roof leaks everywhere. Very 
few if any inner original features. 

¶ "It is an ugly blight on the potentially beautiful Cumbernauld. It needs demolished. 
There's no way on God's green earth that this should be saved. It's an utter eyesore. I'd 
even go as far as to burn any evidence of its existence once its torn down. LǘΩǎ an 
embarrassment to the town of Cumbernauld. Nobody needs that assault on the eyes. 
Ever.  
I visit Cumbernauld several times a year from my homeland in the Hebrides. I have a 
sister located in kildrum and my partner is from greenfaulds so I know the place very 
well. And the town centre is not an inviting place to visit. I avoid it at all costs. Creepy 
place." 

¶ The old part of Cumbernauld Town Centre is an eyesore and is not fit for purpose and 
should be demolished to allow a more modern structure to be built 



 

¶ "Although the Town Centre is considered to be quite iconic of a particular era, I 
personally think it is rather an eyesore.  
The building is dismal looking and it has been defuncted for years. 
Let's not forget that it won the Carbuncle award twice for a reason..." 

¶ The whole of the town centre is an eyesore and should be knocked to the ground asap 

¶ I would agree that Cumbernauld Town Centre is of significant architectural interest as it 
was an incredibly ambitious project that was undertaken in order to reimagine what a 
town centre could be and how that fits in with the wider environment. I think it was one 
of the first megastructures or indoor shopping centres in the UK which is quite 
significant. 

¶ Horrendous, ugly, difficult to navigate, depressing, grim, dual carriageway runs thru it!!!, 
not user friendly, concrete jungle, no greenery, dark, unsafe, brutal 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƳƛǎǘŀƪŜ ƻŦ architecture.  It acts as the centrepiece of shite in Cumbernauld.  If this 
monstrosity gets pulled down and something acceptable built in its place then 

Cumbernauld will seem like less of a hole. 
¶ Cumbernauld town centre has been an eye sore for years. We need a revamp as I would 

rather shop in Glasgow, Stirling or Falkirk than there. It is not at all pleasant to look at. It 
needs to be flattened. 

¶ Only to hold up as an example to future architects of what NOT to design 

¶ {ƻǊǊȅ ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǿƛƭƭ ǎǘƻǇ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƛƴƎΦ   L ǎƘƻǇǇŜŘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ 
мфтлΩǎ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŦŀƛǊƭȅ new, and it was a scary place even then.  A warren of corridors 
and made you feel unsafe. It truly is a carbuncle and not a building you would want to 

ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ ǘƘŜ ōŜǎǘ ƻŦ слΩǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜΦ LŦ ƛǘΩǎ ƭƛǎǘŜŘΦ Lǘ ǿƛƭƭ Ƨǳǎǘ ƭƛŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŘŜŎŀȅ 
anyway and Cumbernauld will continue to suffer. 

¶ It's totally unsuited to the needs of the town, a complete eyesore, and a civic 
embarrassment. The day it's finally demolished, there will be a queue a mile long of 
people who'd be delighted to push the button that sets off the explosives. Most of those 

in the queue will be living in or nearby Cumbernauld itself. To truly hate this monstrosity 
of a building, you have to live in the town and see it every day. I did for 36 years and 
utterly despise it. To say it should be a listed building makes a mockery of the system. 

¶ Total eyesore 

¶ It would only be that if it was used as how to ruin a place and damage its reputation. 
¶ It should stand as a warning to architects and planners that when an original design is 

then adapted, added to and mutilated it becomes the opposite of what was intended 
and can indeed bring down and depress those who work and use the space. 

¶ The building is an eyesore, walking through the centre at the fly over section is scary as a 
woman as it is often very quiet. The centre is difficult to navigate round, and it is not an 
enjoyable experience. The centre is my nearest shopping centre, but I choose to only use 
it in emergencies as it is not an enjoyable experience. 

¶ "Whilst it may have been revolutionary in its time, it wholly inadequate as a facility for 
public use, it has been a blight on the landscape of the town and has had a negative 
effect on the Confidence of the town for to the past 30 years  
In reality it was never completed to a fully usable state and has been in decline since 
opening  
Cumbernauld if a modern forward-looking town and deserves a hub to promote that 
growth, not a reminder of mistakes made." 



 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ǳƴǳǎǳŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ L ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ǎŀȅ ǘƘƛǎ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊƛƭȅ ƛƴŦŜǊǎ ŀƴȅ ƎǊŜŀǘ 
architectural value. 

¶ It's hideous and is consistently deemed one of the worst buildings in the UK. 

¶ It is an eyesore and could be used in a much more beneficial and productive way to help 
the community of Cumbernauld.  It is also falling apart and if not already will soon be 
structurally unsound. 

¶ This building is an eyesore, and it is completely useless in a modern day context.  Listing 
it would go against the day to day wishes of the majority of people who use it. 

¶ The building is an eyesore and humiliating for the people of Cumbernauld.  It needs to 
be demolished and something rebuilt in its place to give Cumbernauld somewhere 
ƳƻŘŜǊƴΣ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ǳǎŀōƭŜ ŀǎ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƘǳōΦ  ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ L Řƻ ƴƻǘ ƭƛǾŜ ƛƴ 
Cumbernauld, I live very close by.  As one of the largest urban areas/towns in Scotland it 
is disgraceful that this is what the people of Cumbernauld have to see every day.  The 
building has looked neglected and disused for as long as I remember.  Why should this 

continue for the people of the town? 
¶ An eyesore, mess, disgusting, stinks 

¶ It has & always will be an eyesore.  It should have been torn down & replaced years ago.   
The people & town needs something fit for purpose in line with the developing town. 

¶ "The building is unique and of merit - it was pioneering with work retail residential and 
leisure all in one place.  
It represents a post war view of urban planning and is a historical representation of this 
period" 

¶ It is of interest and is an unusual / rare architectural design but only ever seems to gain 
negative interest. It has often been an object of ridicule and a source of embarrassment 
for the town. Listed status would prevent the removal of the building and prevent 
redevelopment. Despite admiring the building and thinking that it should enjoy a more 
positive status, I feel that it remaining will prevent the town from moving forward and 

modernising. 
¶ The building is an eyesore and offers no practical usage. 

¶ It is unfit for purpose. For as long as I have lived here it has been nothing but an eyesore. 
No one likes it. In my 21 years in Cumbernauld we have never had a fair town centre 

¶ While it was designed with mixed uses in mind, it is now not a practicable building to 
convert to modern uses and bot compatible from such varying surroundings with 
developments over recent decades. The building itself has no significance to locals other 
than an eyesore which is of no significant interest. 

¶ L ǎŜŜ ǘƘƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŀǎ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ƴƻ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴŎŜ ƛƴ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ 

¶ It's a complete eyesore with no decent shops due to rental prices.  I go to the new side 
only. 

¶ The building is very run down 

¶ The building is an eyesore. 

¶ As I am not an architect, like the majority of the people of Cumbernauld, it would be 
incredibly difficult to understand the "special" quality of architecture the town centre 
apparently brings. But I would query the idea of special, is it truly that special? Have 
others continued to use this style? I fear for the future if this style was to be reused and 

the ugliness it brings to the future. I do not think its special, ƛǘΩǎ only a testament of bad 
ideas and poor design. 



 

¶ It was an architectural marvel but is now a monstrosity 
¶ When constructed, part of an ambition to bring new, different resources to the New 

Town. Subsequently, has become dated, poorly maintained in places and the mix of 
facilities is no longer aligned to the needs or style of facilities expected or required in 
2022. 

¶ It's an eyesore but more importantly it's falling apart it's just too old and out of date and 
should be demolished asap 

¶ "It is an eyesore and should be ripped down.  
It brings down the view of Cumbernauld and the new steps we are taking to transform 
Cumbernauld to modern Scotland" 

¶ It is an eyesore but is also a design which works in 2021.   The different phases are apart 
anŘ ŘƻƴΩǘ Ŧƭƻǿ ǿŜƭƭΦ  L ǿƻǳƭŘ Ǝƻ Ƴƻǎǘƭȅ ǘƻ !ƴǘƻƴƛƴŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƎƴƻǊŜ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǘΣ ǿƘŜƴ L Ǝƻ ƛƴǘƻ 
the town centre 

¶ Why then did NLC build around it with other buildings. No architectural significance is 
noted within the building. 

¶ The Town Centre does not appear to have been constructed in any particular 
architectural design. Parts of the original building have been removed and new bits have 
been bolted on, so it is now a hodgepodge of different buildings stuck together.   It has 
been touted that the Town Centre is an example of Brutalist Architecture. I have looked 

at several examples of Brutalist Architecture and it does not look like a true example of 
Brutalist Architecture. (if it is Brutalist, it certainly is not an outstanding example) 

¶ It is an ugly building, not fit for purpose & retaining it is preventing an improved and 
updated town centre being created - Cumbernauld has grown into a large major town 
and the town centre is a national koke - Let's take a look at Livingston and all the retail, 
leisure and dining opportunities provided - there is a lot of disposable income escaping 

from Cumbernauld to other areas 

¶ The property has no architectural merit and is a blight of the Cumbernauld landscape 

¶ It is widely lauded in architectural circles 

¶ Looks old, the maintenance is poor and looks awful 
¶ I work in the construction industry as a consultant, ŀƴŘ LΩǾŜ ǿŀƭƪŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ Ƴŀƴȅ ǇŀǊǘǎ 

of the old and new facility. The facility is an eyesore, both inside and out. Other than 
pretentious architects I cannot for the life of me understand how it can appeal to 
shoppers within and out with the Cumbernauld area. I only shop in the centre when I 
need to. I would rather take my trade to Stirling, Livingston or into Glasgow. 

¶ As a first of a kind megastructure, it does carry architectural interest, but a photographic 
record would be enough - I cannot imagine this as a visitor attraction! 

¶ It no longer has the innovative features that were previously present and currently 
ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ Ŧǳƭƭ ŎŀǇŀŎƛǘȅ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘ ŦƻǊ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳld and therefore I believe it 
should be rebuilt. 

¶ The building and whole set up of the town centre area is outdated and does not 
adequately serve the community needs.  A safer and more sustainable / environmentally 
friendly alternative should be provided for the community. 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ŦŜŜƭ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƻǊ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǿŀǊǊŀƴǘǎ ǘƘƛǎ 

¶ I am unaware of architectural significance in regards to this building. 

¶ "There are aspects. Of the building which are architecturally interesting, but only 
aspects. 



 

Overall, the building is tired and very dated. 
The building is not sufficiently special or unique to justify preservation." 

¶ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜ Ƴŀȅ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ слΩǎ ŀƴŘ тлΩǎ ōǳǘ ƴƻǘ ōŜȅƻƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǎ ƛǘ 
became an object of ridicule. 

¶ It is incredibly ugly. I have a PhD and don't have enough or adequate words to describe 
how ugly it is. 

¶ I think it is an eyesore I love to view beautiful buildings but this isn't one. It was of its 
time - although the materials used are certainly not attractive, nor do they appear to be 
particularly durable. There are buildings in Glasgow which are over 100 hundred years 
and they still look wonderful (and are still in daily use. I think the town centre is one of 
the most depressing places I have ever been. The people of Cumbernauld deserve 
something better. Somewhere welcoming, attractive and functional. 

¶ It's unsightly and not fit for purpose and has many areas that feel unsafe 

¶ It is outdated, unattractive, potentially unsafe and would probably cost an ongoing 
ŦƻǊǘǳƴŜ ǘƻ ƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴΦ LǘΩǎ ƘŀŘ ƛǘǎ time. 

¶ It's ugly, not fit for any purpose, way past its prime, complete disgrace and the people of 
Cumbernauld deserve better 

¶ Even if won award at time of construction, its structure is ugly, out of place in the 
present-day neighbourhood and does not cater to needs of area. As such, I do not see 

that it is of any special architectural interest. Even if it is deemed to be of any special 
architectural interest, this can be preserved for future reference by methods other than 
its physical continuation, particularly in view of modern technology. 

¶ An eyesore, falling apart should have been regenerated years ago or maintained rather 
than left to decay 

¶ It's an unusual looking building sure, but it's a rundown eyesore that belonged to 
another time. 

¶ Considering it has already been partially demolished it is no longer architecturally 
changed and no longer an architectural interest 

¶ LǘΩǎ an eyesore, the flat roofs cause nothing but problems for tenants. Its freezing cold in 
the winter and you have to dodge bucket after bucket that is catching all the water 
leaking in. 

¶ This building if anything should be confirmed to history and be looked at as how not to 
build a shopping centre. We should learn from the mistakes made and demolish this 
ASAP 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ƛǘΩǎ Ƙorrible to look at and it even more inside 

¶ The building is of no architectural significance, no cultural significance. The people of 
Cumbernauld have for years stated how unfit it is for the world we live in. The condition, 
the layout offer nothing of value, if anything the layout and design make it unworthy on 
being classed as special historical interest. 

¶ "It's an eyesore. 
Looks like kids designed it using Lego blocks. 
You see some listed buildings have been painted on canvas. 

Who would actually buy a copy of this building to display I home or office." 

¶ An eyesore not for purpose. Smells, has damp issues, leaks, high rent, no shops , no 
draw to anyone outside Cumbernauld and even then we go to Glasgow 

¶ It's an eyesore & not fit for purpose.  Dirty, smelly & unsafe especially at night. 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŎǊȅƛƴƎ ƻǳǘ ŦƻǊ ōŜǘǘŜǊ 
shops/restaurants and amenities for as long as I can remember. This needs to go and a 
new town centre Built. 

¶ It is an eyesore and an embarrassment to Cumbernauld residents 
¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ ŀōƻǳǘ ƛǘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǘƛǊŜŘ ŀǊŜŀ ǘƘŀǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ōŀŎƪ ǘƻ ƭƛŦŜ 
¶ Building is dysfunctional, already severely altered from original design. Building is also 

not fit for purpose, and Cumbernauld would benefit more from moving forward with 

redevelopment rather than being constrained by having to maintain original. 

¶ It's a horrible eyesore... maybe it was amazing in the 60s but we are now in 2022 and it 
needs demolished and updated with the times 

¶ It is an eye sore and has been so almost all my life in Cumbernauld (53 years). 
¶ I think it's been an experiment that sadly ŘƛŘƴΩǘ work.  The structure is an eyesore and 
ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ serve any purpose or contribute to the community. If anything, it lowers the 
appeal of the area. 

¶ It was always an ugly building, designed to win prizes by architects who did not envisage 
the practical aspects of using the various parts of the building.  Based on a concept that 
even when it was the building envisaged in the sixties was out of date. 

¶ I think it looks an eyesore, when built back in the day it was very different to anything 
else but now the whole place just looks awful no wonder, we got the carbuncle award 

¶ It's falling apart. Smells on urine and is an eye sore 

¶ Absolutely nonŜΣ ƛǘΩǎ ŀ ƘƛŘŜƻǳǎ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΣ Ǉǳƭƭ ƛǘ ŘƻǿƴΗ 

¶ It is an absolute nightmare of a building. In need of many many repairs. It does nothing 
to entice people to come to Cumbernauld to shop. 

¶ An absolute eyesore. Cumbernauld has grown vastly over the last 20 years, and the 
town centre needs to be modernised to reflect the current times and growth of the 
town. 

¶ "The Cumbernauld Town Centre has been a complete eyesore for years. 
Our family moved from East Kilbride in 1976 and initially enjoyed the building of The 
Centre with its various shops and other facilities, the cinema, cafe's etc,however, over 
time, it has become an embarrassment with most of the original stores shut down. 
Promises of a rebuild of various parts of the town centre have never materialised and it 
has become embarrassing to say the least, the original building beside the library etc is 
awful. We are a laughing stock in Scotland, a listed building, absolutely not." 

¶ Although it may be of architectural interest to some a town with young families should 
not become a museum for the interest of others 

¶ A 1960s architectural blunder of major proportions that is now an open wound to 
residents of the town. 

¶ I just feel that there is nothing much left everything is moving to the antonine centre 
and in phase 4 there is more charity shops than anything 

¶ Looks unattractive, leaks, hard to maintain and not fit for purpose. 

¶ It is very badly designed. The ramps built made things very awkward to find.   Looking for 
the library is an ordeal itself. 

¶ This building is an eye sore to the local environment. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀn eyesore that is hated by a lot of locals 



 

¶ L ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ƘƻǿŜǾŜǊ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ LǘΩǎ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻǘ 
been well maintained and is now an eyesore 

¶ Lƴ Ƴȅ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƻŦ ƴƻ architectural interest 

¶ "The fact that Cumbernauld Town Centre may meet your criteria of being of special 
architectural interest is of secondary relevance. The most important criteria to be 
applied to the future of the Town Centre is that it satisfies its' primary reason to exist as 
a working town centre that enhances the lives of Cumbernauld residents and makes us 
proud to be a Cumbernauld resident. 
I have lived in Cumbernauld since 1970 and have suffered from the inadequacies of the 
town centre since that time.  
As has been said elsewhere, the centre attracted great interest during and immediately 
after its construction, with many visits from architectural organisations. What is not 
given enough publicity is that many of these visits were made to learn from the mistakes 

that were made in the design of the town centre - e.g. built on top of a hillside/ 
passageways left open to the elements / walkways isolated and dangerous to walking 
visitors/ concrete finish made with unfinished timber. 

Even within the last week, we have experienced how lonely and isolated it is in having to 
travel through isolated, urine-soaked corridors / passageways that we as local residents 
are expected to accept. No more. 
One last point- the design of the original town centre was so flawed that some 

improvement schemes to close off open corridors/ to tile over areas of the original 
concrete exposed walls etc have all been implemented over the decades - the town 
centre as it exists is not the original. Does Historic Environment Scotland plan to remove 
all these ά" building of architectural "" improvements to return the town centre to its 
true original condition ?   What a shambles? How many members of Historic Scotland 
actually live in Cumbernauld?" 

¶ This is a hideous mess and needs to be demolished. The idea of making this mess listed 
building borders on the insane. 

¶ It's of interest, but it's an ugly building which deserves to be torn down and replaced 
with something better and greener 

¶ Probably due to the architect who designed it but it is not fit for purpose and many 
shops are closing because of lack of footfall. That needs to be weighed against the best 
needs of the community. 

¶ I don't think the space that it takes up is as useful as it could be and needs constant 
repair. It's not particularly appealing to look at either. 

¶ I have lived here my whole life and remember the town centre as a busy meeting place 
where residents were able to shop. I remember meeting friends and using the town 
centre well. Sadly, it has been allowed to deteriorate and is no longer fit for purpose. 

¶ I think the image above speaks for itself. It looks like a stack of containers. Cumbernauld 
megastructure was responsible for the town being awarded the ''Plook on a Plinth'' 
award and the ''Carbuncle Award'' Also described as ''Scotlands Kabul'' and ''A rabbit 
warren on stilts'' I think these facts say it all. 

¶ The building is one of many architectural embarrassments in Scotland and is in such a 
poor state of repair that it should be removed from the landscape. 

¶ Like many people in Cumbernauld, I have a love/hate relationship with the town centre. 
I recognise that it is considered architecturally important, but it is not in my view fit for 
purpose.  Inside it is cold leaky and unwelcoming. It lacks coherence and flow. Its 



 

facilities are run down or non-existentΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ L ŀƳ ƪŜŜƴ ǘƻ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ŀƴŘ LΩƳ ǎǳǊŜ 
people who can get out of the town to do their shopping do so. At night it feels unsafe. 

People who live in Cumbernauld have long felt that their interests are ignored and that 
they are at the back of the queue for investment. Listing the town centre would mean 
we lose the opportunity for investment in a new hub which would better meet the 
needs of the community, potentially stimulate economic activity, and provide a 
welcoming environment for shopping, social and other activities 

¶ Ϧ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǿŀǎ ōǳƛƭǘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΣ ōǳǘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭƭȅ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ƛǘΩǎ ǎǘȅƭŜκŘŜǎƛƎƴ 
is significant. It feels like many pieces put poorly designed and put together over the 
years and although supposedly designed to meet a brief of many purposes it does not 
fulfil this and therefore means it is badly designed. 

I do not believe the building demonstrates good artistic skill or include architectural 
details 
L ŘƻƴΩǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ƛǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƻǊ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƴȅ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜrs. 
The interior design is poor and there are no fixed interior decorative schemes. 
There is no significance of the materials used in the building. 
There is no technological excellence or innovation demonstrated in the building type or 
its design. 
The building does not represent any local or regional traditions in the building type, 
material or form." 

¶ it is a hideous building, way past its best and needs replaced with something an architect 
has spent some time designing, and not a concrete box 

¶ It is an eye sore. It is dated. It is not fit for purpose. I no longer bother to shop there, 
choosing Glasgow ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ǎƘƻǇǎ ƛƴǎǘŜŀŘΦ LǘΩǎ ŦŀƳƻǳǎƭȅ ŘǊŀƎƎŜŘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ Řƻǿƴ - 
winning negative awards. With the large number of very large and expensive housing 
estates. The current infrastructure needs to change to be fit for modern living - 
otherwise Cumbernauld is a commuting town only - we live here, and shop elsewhere. 

¶ The existing centre is an eyesore. It is an apology for a centre which has little or no 
relevance today. The "awards" bestowed on Cumbernauld Town Centre suggest that we 
should apologise for it and certainly NOT preserve it a s a memorial to ƳŀƴΩǎ 
architectural folly of the 60's!!!!! 

¶ Nothing interested build with ugly view... 
¶ Cheap, ugly, depressing, cold, my hatred of it is endless. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ Ŏƻƭƻǎǎŀƭ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ 

¶ There is nothing of beauty, proportion or functionality. A lot of space is wasted. The 
building is awkward, but not in a good way. 

¶ It is an eyesore both inside and out 

¶ Think I might have said slightly agree if that had been a choice. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ 55! ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅΣ ƛǘΩǎ ǳƎƭȅ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ŎƻƴǎǳƳŜǊ ŦǊƛŜƴŘƭȅΦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜǎ ōŜǘǘŜǊ 
than this. 

¶ Having left bed in or worked in the town since 1981 I have watched the continued 
decline of the structure. It is now nothing more than an eyesore, an embarrassment to 
the town and unsuitable for 2022 and moving forward. Our town centre is dead and 
ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻǘŀƭƭȅ ǊŜƛƴǾƛƎƻǊŀǘŜŘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ƧǳƴƎƭŜ ŀƴŘ ŀƭǎƻ ŦŜŜƭǎ ǘƻǘŀƭƭȅ ǳƴǎŀŦŜ ŦƻǊ ŜƭŘŜǊƭȅ 
people or those using bus/taxi facilities. 

¶ It is an eyesore and doesn't meet the needs of the people in the area.  Just seeing that it 
is now filled mainly with charity shops shows that retailers don't want to occupy that 



 

part of the town centre, much preferring the new section of town centre over the other 
side of the road.   It is depressing to walk around, and I feel I can't get out of it quick 

enough.  The roof constantly leaks, and it feels dark and gloomy inside and looks the 
same outside.  The new section of the town centre built more recently is brighter and 
cleaner, it doesn't have a constantly leaking roof. 

¶ LǘΩǎ an eyesore 

¶ Look at it - it's a monstrosity! It looks like a hurricane hit a container port. 
¶ I feel that the arguments for preserving the town centre should relate to the carbon 

savings and consideration should be given to how the building can be best adapted to 
improve the space for the people of Cumbernauld. If this can't be done within the 
constraints of a listed building, it shouldn't be listed. However, there is no point in 
knocking down the existing structure if a new structure/town centre can't be developed 
that developed that significantly improves the experience for people of Cumbernauld - 

for example, offering a wider variety of amenities (e.g. cinema and shops than is 
available currently. Destroying the existing structure and replacing it with something 
that isn't better used would be a failure and waste of public resources. 

¶ Cumbernauld should have a fit for purpose future proof town centre not what is 
described as a listed building 

¶ Total eyesore. Had its time, now needs knocked down and started again.  Time to Build a 
nicer place for our children. 

¶ LǘΩǎ not fit for purpose. It is an eyesore. It would require very large amounts of money to 
repair it and probably wouldn't reach the requirements of the local population. 

¶ I think it is important architecturally however it is no longer fit for purpose 
¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ŀƴȅ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜŘΣ Ed in a 

modern town centre. It does not attract customers from out with Cumbernauld as a 

destination to visit. 
It cannot be maintained economically and therefore has gone to ruin." 

¶ "I understand as resident since 1968 that there is a wide view however the current 
design has not allowed for the expansion of the town and in fact has been detrimental 
to the community experience of residents. It is filthy and a mishmash of design. It looked 
good in the mid-sixties but that was then. I watched Glasgow being torn down but in this 
case, I feel it is necessary  

¶ I feel really strongly about this" 

¶ It's unattractive/not user friendly. Very unpleasant space to be in .I feel embarrassed to 
say I am from Cumbernauld as outsiders always seem to laugh at the unsightliness of our 
town centre 

¶ "Rarity -It is one of only a few built examples from this period of architectural history.  
Good example of the ideas of the time - It represents a period when architects and 
planners were experimenting with new ways of accommodating people and vehicles in 
town centres.  The separation and zoning of vehicles and pedestrian routes and the 
amalgamation of lots of different town centre activities in one building is still 
revolutionary." 

¶ I do believe that some parts of it are of architectural interest, but I'm not sure how many 
of the original features remain. My favourite parts have already been demolished. 

¶ This part of Cumbernauld Town Centre is not fit for purpose & in my opinion not fit to be 
held as a listed building! Cumbernauld needs a functional town centre to stop its 
residents going to Coatbridge, Airdrie, East Kilbride, Falkirk for their shopping. Not 



 

imagining for a moment that new plans will involve sufficient socialising venues to deter 
residents from going to Glasgow & Edinburgh. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ōut not special 

¶ Cumbernauld residents do not consider the town centre to be of special architectural 
interest, it considered an eye sore and an embarrassment, stopping investment in the 
town. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ  ¢ƘŜ ǿŀȅ ƛǘΩǎ ƭŀƛŘ ƻǳǘ ƴo longer suits modern day 
shopping needs 

¶ We got the carbuncle award several times enough said 
¶ Whilst initially it may have been of some architectural significance, over the years it has 

become dated and does not blend in with its more modern surroundings. 

¶ It is an eyesore I don't believe it has any architectural interests. Other than to show 
others what not to do 

¶ To be honest it's an eyesore of a building and Cumbernauld needs a new updated town 
centre the building is old and run down shouldn't be kept as a listed building 

¶ It is an out of date structure that is an abomination to look at and has no place moving 
forward from the outside or inside and the space could be used better for the future and 
people of Cumbernauld. 

¶ tƭŜŀǎŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƳŀƪŜ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǘƻǿƴ Centre a listed building as it will make it harder 
ŦƻǊ ƛǘ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ŦƛȄŜŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŀ ƳŀǎǎƛǾŜ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ǘƻ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜ 

¶ This is no more a listed building than I am. It has to come down 

¶ "Cumbernauld Town Centre was a world-leader in the 1960s era of utopian modernist 
visions for cities, as well as, more specifically, a pioneer in 'megastructural' planning (as 
hailed eg by Banham) and its avant-ƎŀǊŘŜ ΨǎǇŀŎŜ-ŀƎŜΩ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜΣ ōǊƛǎǘƭƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎǘŜŜƭ-
grey fins and antenna-like projections, attracted architectural visitors from all over the 
globe - ōŜŦƻǊŜ ǎȅǎǘŜƳŀǘƛŎ ƴŜƎƭŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻŘŘȅ ǳǇƎǊŀŘƛƴƎ ŜŦŦƻǊǘǎ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ΨŀǳǘƘƻǊƛǘƛŜǎΩ 
(including removal of some lesser sections on its south side) pushed it into a spiral of 
decline, public stigma and disrepair.  In my 1991 report on the architectural and historic 
significance of the Centre I provide a detailed explanation of all aspects of its 
international status, together with a massive dossier of the huge number of 
international periodical articles on it from the 1960s and would be very happy to make 
this available to HES if needed.  
The report (unlike this listing consultation) also makes clear that the sections of the 
Centre that form part of the original, internationally-significant project are specifically 
Phase One (the megastructure section south of the dual carriageway) and Phase Two 
(the spur to the north, crossing the road and terminating adjacent to St Mungo's 

Church).  None of the remainder of the overall Town Centre is of any significance.  
In its built form, the Centre is an incredibly robust structure, and with a bit of care and 
attention, it would be quite easy to resurrect that dramatic, original vision, and once 

ƳƻǊŜ ƳŀƪŜ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƴƻǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ŀ ōŀƴŀƭ ΨǊŜƎƛƻƴŀƭ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩ ōǳǘ ŀƴ ƛƴǘŜǊƴŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ 
mecca for modernist architectural enthusiasts and culture-tourism." 

¶ I think it is important to preserve and reuse building that embody a particular, time, 
ƳƻǾŜƳŜƴǘ ƻǊ ŜǊŀ ǿƘŜǘƘŜǊ ƻǊ ƴƻǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǇŜǊŎŜƛǾŜŘ ŀǎ ΨǳƎƭȅΩ ōȅ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōƭƛŎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛǾŜ 
example of architecture that should be preserved and reused. I also believe that we 
need to really think carefully about demolition during a climate emergency and the 

embodied carbon that the building holds. This should be carefully considered for 
retention and reuse. 



 

¶ I believe the building has now outdated itself, with the lack of care and refurbishment 
over the years unfortunately it no longer serves the purpose it was built for. although a 
centre is very much needed, I don't believe the structure is of a standard that meets 
special architectural interest. 

¶ .ŜŜƴ ƘŜǊŜ ŦƻǊ рн ȅŜŀǊǎ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƎƻƻŘ ǘƘŜƴ ōǳǘ ƴƻǿ ŀ ŘǳƳǇΣ L ƪƴƻǿ LΩƭƭ ƴŜǾŜǊ ǎŜŜ ŀƴȅ 
improvement in my lifetime. 

¶ Living locally we have to look at this every day. It's a concrete monstrosity. Interior is 
poorly maintained, poorly signposted and the design makes it poorly accessible. 

¶ We are getting in contact with you regarding the ongoing consultation on the 
application for Cumbernauld Town Centre to receive Listed Status. We feel that listing 
the building isn't necessary and is not in the interests of the town. Over the last few 
weeks and months, many constituents have made clear to us that they are opposed to 
any effort to list the building and that they are generally supportive of proposals to 
redevelop the town centre. We both feel that this is the view of the overwhelming 
majority of our constituents. Cumbernauld needs a vibrant, functioning, town centre 
and not a monument to Brutalist architecture. While we acknowledge that the building 
is of some interest to that profession, Cumbernauld cannot exist as a museum for those 
interested in a style of architecture that has long been out of fashion. The current 
building is outdated and unfit for purpose. Scotland as a whole has no shortage of 

examples of such architecture, and many of these examples exist in large towns and 
cities alongside other buildings where they don't dominate the lives of those that live 
there. There is no shortage of plans and historical records of the megastructure that will 

continue to exist and be studied after it has been demolished. It has long been clear that 
the structure is well past its best. If North Lanarkshire Council is unable to undertake 
their plans, then it could prove costly to maintain the building over time. Ultimately, the 

utility of the town centre is what matters most with regard to future plans, and as 
footfall continues to reduce it is clear that there isn't likely to be a future that the 
current building serves the interests of those that live in the area. Please accept this 
email as our official response to the consultation. If we can provide any more clarity 
regarding our position, then please do feel free to get in touch with us. 

¶ "It is a world leading implementation of the defining architectural idea of the 1960s, the 
megastructure, produced as the centrepiece of Scotland's (and the UK's) most 
remarkable and full-blooded contribution to radical and coherent New Town thinking. 
Of course it is in a sad state at present, and the wish of residents not to have it in its 
current condition are totally comprehensible. However, its worldwide publication and 
widespread emulation are exceptionally unusual in the history of architecture across the 
nations in the UK. By any possible definition Cumbernauld Town Centre, for all its 
problems and despite its current condition, is of exceptional international architectural 
significance." 

¶ It's a very bold piece of design. Despite its condition there is nothing quite like it in the 
UK. As a design it is very well known internationally. 

¶ It is an extremely ugly building dominating the top of the hill. The young architects and 
planners who designed the building never stayed to see the disastrous end product. 
Went on to work in other New Towns! 

¶ "For me the building was built all that time ago and has served its purpose well, having a 
fall in the centre and it being blamed on condensation from walls making them slippery 
to me says it all.  



 

It's time to either truly fix it up to the highest standard or tear it down and start again. 
Awards can always be received again" 

¶ The building has no worthwhile architectural features and should be demolished.  It is a 
disgrace and an eyesore.  The people of Cumbernauld deserve better than this Town 
Centre. 

¶ It looks like the buildings in science films / programmes that were supposed to be the 
buildings of the future. I.E. Thunderbirds 

¶ I routinely receive requests from international architectural students travelling in 
Scotland to come to Cumbernauld Campus to take photographs of the internal structure 
of the College. It is of architectural interest to these students of how Buildings were built 
in the 70s and 80s. However it is still a shopping centre and college and things need to 
improve. The Antonine Centre North East Unit (next to College) is suitable as a town 
centre and shopping precinct, however the South West centre requires to be completely 

renovated or demolished. It is tired and certainly not a busy hub as a Town Centre 
Precinct. 

¶ Ghastly 

¶ Just isnΩǘ man 

¶ The town centre is more like a relic of the Cold War Eastern Bloc - a grotesque, 
embarrassing, eyesore, unfit for purpose and detracts from the visual quality, ambiance 
and potential for a quality fit for purpose redevelopment. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ 5ŜŦƛƴƛǘŜƭȅ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀǎ ƛǘΩǎ ǎƻ Ǌǳƴ Řƻǿƴ ƴƻǿ 

¶ "Looking at the megastructure at this point in time, it does not meet the criteria of 
special architectural interest as it is neither complete or authentic to the original 
concept, vision and design. Over the years several additions have been made to the 
megastructure and the interior has been completely renovated so very little remains of 

the original interior design.  
The original setting of the building has also dramatically changed, with new buildings 
ƻōǎŎǳǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ƳŜƎŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǎǳŎƘ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ŎƭǳƳǎȅ ΨŀŘŘ onΩΣ CƭŜƳƛƴƎ IƻǳǎŜΣ ¢ŜǎŎƻ ŜǘŎΦ The 
purpose of the building within the setting has changed; it no longer provides housing, 
civic spaces or a hotel ς it is simply a shopping centre which is far from the original vision 
of the architect. The megastructure and all of the additional buildings are in poor 
condition, they have no artistic value and are a source of embarrassment and ridicule to 
the people of Cumbernauld. When it was built it certainly did win recognition for 
innovation, but the lack of maintenance and poor quality of additional buildings means 
that the only accolades that the building achieves now are the Carbuncle Awards." 
 
 

Q.8 Historical Interest 
To what extent do you think the Cumbernauld Town Centre is of special 
historic interest? - Historical Interest 
¶ Strongly agree (244) 

¶ Agree (143) 

¶ Neither agree nor disagree (101) 

¶ Slightly disagree (147) 

¶ Strongly disagree (1518) 
 



 

To what extent do you think the Cumbernauld Town Centre is of special 
historic interest? - Please expand your reasons in the box below: 
 

¶ There are few examples of this type of civic intervention in Scotland. 

¶ "As above but also the evolution of post war thinking, a more human interest, flexibility, 
expandable, mixed use and early considerations of symbiosis and environmental issues, 
transport etc. it was a world movement with Metabolists in Japan, developing countries 
and UK had some of the leading thinkers. 
It is rare and brave to have achieved its realisation and represents ambition, belief in a 
better world and a moment in time. For it to be in Scotland is special and remarkable." 

¶ There has been many shops and events held in the town center. 
¶ As mentioned previously, the centre has been altered so significantly since its 

construction that it has no special historical interest. 

¶ What not to do 

¶ "Poor construction and design for some people may be seen essential for Protection to 
reduce reputational damage of those involved :  
Recognised  mistakes should not be glorified by "" listing"".   
Maintenance  of this structure is required  its likely  to be a drain of resources if 
Protection is afforded through listing." 

¶ The town centre in its uniqueness may have some special historic interest but perhaps 
not due to the architecture but from the townspeople's memories of shops, restaurants 
etc in days gone by.  Again, these are points which have been catalogued not only by the 
people themselves but are freely available on the internet and in libraries/museums.  At 
circa 50 years old the brutalist buildings have seen their day and no longer serve the 
purpose they were intended leaving the appearance of the town centre degraded and 
run down.  Although the style of the building types may be considered relatively rare 
they do not enhance the town centre's appearance and may only be of any special 

interest to select groups of individuals. 

¶ Nothing else like it. 
¶ The building is a great example of Scottish brutalism and the new town movement. It is 

key to understanding the architectural movements of that time. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ōǊǳǘŀƭƛǎǘ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ƛǎ ƻŦ ŀ ǘƛƳŜΦ .ǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ƭƛƪe this anymore. It is as 
significant historically as any 17th Century building that is listed. It must be preserved. 

¶ As stated above. The building was the first of its kind and the significance of this should 
be recognised. 

¶ The centre was the original epicentre for the development of the entire town with the 
adjacent districts orbiting it and designed with easy access both on road and grade 
separated footpaths which is another notable feature. 

¶ "Brutalist architecture deserves to be preserved as they were built with imagination 
which is rare now. 
If all Brutalist buildings are eventually demolished, it will just leave pictures for future 

generations with questions and wonderment that will never be answered." 
¶ As above 

¶ "It is now one of the few surviving examples of a Brutalist edifice in the UK, let alone 
Scotland, just because it is not fashionable  does not mean it cannot be so, with 
investment. 



 

the whole social idea behind the conglomeration of uses was also visionary." 

¶ See above 

¶ The Town Centre is a fundamental part of Cumbernauld since New Town status was 
granted. The upper levels in particular could be retained as part of a scheme to convert 
back to residential use similar to what is proposed for the St Enoch Centre in Glasgow. 

¶ Part of the original plan for the town and should be replaced by factory style units 
¶ Neo-brutalist. 

¶ The building represents a time where people had faith in architecture and  optimism 
about the future. The building is the modernist centrepiece of an ambitious new town 
that offered people a new life and quality housing. Cumbernauld has great examples of 
mid century housing. The town is largely overlooked and disregarded but mid century 
design is gaining popularity. The town could and should be invested in and some of its 
buildings, including some housing by Scotland's best architects restored, It is a 
conservation area of the future.  Retaining and reimagining the TC could act a s a 

catalyst for the whole town to regenerate.  It could be Scotland's first post war 
conservation area. 

¶ I suppose the design of the centre is iconic and of historical interest, there may be ideas 
here which could be used in today's design ideas? 

¶ Well they tore down Abronhill High which had more cultural interest than the town 
centre! That's still rubble after all these years! I implore you to use imagination. You've 
got one chance to make it right for the people of Cumbernauld who have been cheated 
by North Lanarkshire council for decades. Shame on them. 

¶ This is the only example of a megastructure, but it has been eroded over the years. It 
needs a chance to find its place as a megastructure once again. 

¶ It's has been a central part of Cumbernauld since it was created. Although it could do 
with cleaning up. It is still an important piece of our short history. 

¶ One of the first purpose built town centres in Scotland. 

¶ The historical importance is tied up in the architectural significance, they are virtually 
inseparable. 

¶ First of its kind and it had the potential to attract interest but sadly had never been 
promoted by the council.  My fear is the council may knock it down and not only destroy 
a piece of history but fail to provide Cumbernauld with any kind of alternative fitting for 
the town.  They have no interest in promoting anything historical about Cumbernauld . 

¶ Because of its adaptations and mixed use design much of its unique character and space 
is already closed to the public. This should be preserved and brought back into use 
rather than build more out of town parks. 

¶ For a generation it was our town centre. 
¶ "It epitomises the hope of a new life for folks like my parents who left Glasgow for the 

new town. Politically a failed project but the architecture is stunning and a great 

example of brutalism that we should have protected and not allowed to disintegrate. 
IǘΩǎ ƛŎƻƴƛŎΦ !ƴŘ b[/ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ŦƭŀǘǘŜƴ ƛǘ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǇƭŀŎŜ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǳǎǳŀƭ ƻƭŘ ǘƛƴ ōƻȄ ƳŀƭƭΚΚΚϦ 

¶ ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ƛǘΩǎ ƛƴ ŦŀǎƘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ǎŀȅ ƛǘ ƭƻƻƪǎ ǊǳōōƛǎƘ L ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘǿƛŘŜ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ 
importance of Cumbernauld architecturally is something that should be celebrated. I 
ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǊŜǎǘƻǊƛƴƎ ƛǘ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ слΩǎ ƎƭƻǊȅ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ 

ŎƻƳŜΦ ²Ŝ ŀǊŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǊƻŀŘ ǘƻ Ƴŀƴȅ ǘƻǳǊƛǎǘǎ ŀŎŎŜǎǎƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ b/рлл ǿƘȅ ŎŀƴΩǘ ǿŜ ƳŀƪŜ 
ourselves a must see pit stop on the way? If we want to do this we need to celebrate 



 

that which makes Cumbernauld unique- we are a town build on a singular architectural 
vision that alone is fascinating to see realised. I believe the future residents of 

Cumbernauld would massively miss out if we do not both save and celebrate an integral 
part of our towns history. Furthermore I believe an effort should be made to restore it to 
the original plans - so that it may be preserved for future generations. 

¶ It has historic interest as the" planners dream " of living, after the 2nd world war when 
New Towns were created . The building is one of a kind a brilliant example of brutalism 
and its connection to the New Town planning ideal of Cumbernauld. 

¶ The town centre needs to be developed further. It has already changed significantly over 
the past 20 years and needs to evolve. There are no important historical buildings other 

than the one in question 1. 
¶ To an extent the building is Cumbernauld. And to have the total erasure would make the 

fabric Cumbernauld far weaker, in my mind at least. 

¶ Being one of the most controversial, notable, ambitious and forward looking structures 
of the New Town concepts. 

¶ Nothing had been seen like it before and love it or hate it, there is nothing else like it in 
ambition or scale. It is unique. 

¶ The Town Centre was in it's prime in the 1970s as important as the Dennis Crompton's 
Southbank Arts Centre in London or the original Dallas Market Center (as seen in the 
film Logan's Run) for marking the aspirations of a new town with young residents 
escaping the poor living conditions in Glasgow. 

¶ As part of a planned town it during an important period during Scotland expansion after 
WW2 it represents significant change on a social and economic level, as well as 
providing a good example of brutalist architecture from the time. 

¶ It's unique in the history of planning and traffic management - the first town in Britain to 
be planned around the car, and the first entirely indoor town centre, responding to the 
climate and people's needs with lifts and ramps.  It inspired all later indoor shopping 
centres in Scotland and many elsewhere in Britain. 

¶ It was designed to be the hub of the new town community and it was exactly that 
especially my generation and slightly older 

¶ At the time of it's design and construction it the first enclosed multi-use retail, 
commercial, residential and civic  centre in the United Kingdom. 

¶ Cumbernauld new town was a ground breaking, innovative and ambitious project, full of 
the optimism of the 60's that we could create a better place to live, grow and work. It 
was regarded world wide as a possible future way of living. well into the 80's 
architecture and planning students visited to see the results of this type of social 

planning, to see the sucesses and failures that resulted and learn from them 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǘƘŜ ōƛƎ ǳƎƭȅ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ everyone knows and loves 
¶ "Cumbernauld being the first Mark II new town was developed as an avant-garde 

approach to physical and social structures.   While the world has moved on in terms of 
design and layout, many current concepts such as 20-minute neighbourhoods, the 
promotion of pedestrian and cycling via separation from motor vehicles  can be seen as 
pioneering approaches to current good practice for shared footways for walking, 
wheeling and cycling.  The broad pedestrian expanses and approaches to the 

megastructure were early examples of this in action.  The megastructure was the 
keystone in the conceptual and physical development of the town.  The town concept 
utilised contrasting design to historic and at that time existing New Town planned 



 

layouts which was distinct. Central to the form and function of the hilltop design was the 
megastructure as the focal point of the town, visually, physically and socially.  The 

concept of a multi-level, multi-purpose, multifunctional covered town centre was a new 
and at that time unique approach.  The first of its kind influencing future enclosed retail 
and multi-use centres in and around towns and cities is itself a note to the historic 
impact of the megastructure. 
Some may argue that negative elements exist. That does not mean that the design and 
structure should not merit its place in history. Many designs are not perfect, but the 
pioneering nature of the megastructure which has largely served the town and its 
people well should not be abandoned on the basis that current thinking is different to its 
period of design.  Focus may change in the future but the historic accomplishments of a 
design which worked in practice, influenced society and social interaction between 
people and services while also influencing broader architectural design merits historic 
recognition and preservation." 

¶ People fought to get a job in Cumbernauld when it was born, in order to get housing 
here. The town cente was a blessing and most residents will have memories of some 
sort in the centre. The archives show the changes in people, shopping, clothing types of 
shops etc and to renovate within the structure would allow this social documentary to 
continue 

¶ Opened by princess margaret when at the time it was regarded as one of the most 
modern of its kind 

¶ Architecture and design progression in the new towns of the 70s 

¶ "It represents the ""new town"" concept. The idea that all a town's amenities are under 
one roof.  
This was a pioneering idea when the new town was being built." 

¶ Again, too many memories, and as an example of an architectural experiment. 

¶ Innovative and of its time 
¶ As a new town Cumbernauld forms a part of Scotland's history. The porthole penthouses 

were aspirational to many growing up in Cumbernauld. 

¶ Nobody except the people from Cumbernauld understand this building. Nobody else 
really cares about it if they aren't from Cumbernauld. Get Kevin McLeod back on the 
case. 

¶ "The style of brutalist architecture is not one widely seen and certainly not in Scotland. 
It should be preserved and restored" 

¶ Similar to reasons above, it is understanding the reasons for planning and why it didn't 
work, this is far more fascinating than only keeping short term successes. 

¶ a renovated using existing structure Cumbernauld would likely attract visitors for many 
decades 

¶ Iconic of Cumbernauld 

¶ It will never be repeated 

¶ It was conceived as the heart of Cumbernauld and as such has an important role in the 
history of the town itself, and the Scottish New Towns programme. 

 

¶ It's the only building of its kind in Scotland 

¶ It represents a key moment in the development of the mid 20th century New Towns in 
Scotland and is a very significant architectural statement of that period of development 



 

¶ I think Cumbernauld along with all the other 'New Towns' built around the same time 
never really fulfilled their full potential however I don't think pulling structures down is a 
way to resolve this. Many towns retain older buildings and erect new structures to sit 
alongside. 

¶ "Was early example of 69s architecture. One of first of kind if not first it was a fabulous 
town centre 
Everything was there, the shoǇǎΣ ƘƻǳǎŜǎΣ ōŀǊǎΣ ǊŜǎǘŀǳǊŀƴǘǎΣ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅΣ ǘƻǿƴ ƘŀƭƭΧΦΦŀƭƭ ƛƴ ƻƴŜ 
place" 

¶ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ƻŦ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŀǎ ŀ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴΦ LǘΩǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
history of the west of Scotland particularly for people who moved from Glasgow to 
Cumbernauld in the 1960s and 70s. 

¶ The building is part of the New Town development in Scotland, a part of the postwar 
desire to improve living conditions for ordinary people.  The scale of this ambition is 
impressive, and resulted in a different way of life for families with limited means coming 
from Glasgow.  This aspiration for working people is hugely important, and an ambition 
Scotland needs to remember for its future: an indication of the scale at which positive 
action is possible. 

¶ The architecture is of the 1960s and 70s, and is a singular example of the brutalist style 
from that period, a true and extensive example of a one-building town centre with 
multi-purpose potential built in, from the towering penthouses to the sub-strata car 
parks. It is not a hollow monument, but a functioning embodiment of that brutalist 

ǾƛǎƛƻƴΣ ŀƴŘ ŘǳŜ ǘƻ ƛǘǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƛǎ ŎƭƻǎŜƭȅ ƛŘŜƴǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ 
ǿƛŘŜǊ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ άƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴέ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘΦ 

¶ "Sociologically, the building is part of the story of the New Town movement. It is, at this 
depressing/dystopian political juncture, probably worth hanging on to concrete 
memories (pun intended) of times when Governments at local and national levels 
seemed to want to invest in their citizens by creating an innovative and memorable 

place for them to live and work.  

¶ I know the building has notable and numerous problems and has endured much disdain. 
However, I feel there's a lively and inspiring history behind it that could endear it to its 
residents with the right restoration, possible repurpose and retelling of its inception." 

¶ Cumbernauld was one of the 1st New Towns built. It has historic significance just for 
that, however more importantly the Town Centre was Innovative and ahead of the 
Times. It was the Centre of the entire area and was a brilliant place to shop and meet up 
etc. It all went wrong when Rents went through the roof thus putting off potential 
businesses and investors. I believe it is Corporate Greed that has destroyed the soul of 
our community. 

¶ Surviving examples of large-scale brutalist structures like this are becoming rare 
¶ For those of us who grew up in the town from its inception the building is a repository of 

local and personal history. Many would like to see it restored - with decent retail and 
commercial properties within. 

¶ "It's was a unique concept which has stood the test of time.  It remains functional and is 
instantly recognisable.  Some parts of particular intrest have been neglected such as the 
penthouses and the former licenced premises.  
It's doubtful if a structure so unique will be constructed again  so it's important to 
preserve this iconic building" 



 

¶ There isn't much left to show the idea that was put forward for Cumbernauld. The town 
centre is a clear vision with great stories all around as well as back drops for movies like 
Gregory's girl 

¶ The building and the concept behind it are a perfect example of post war optimism and 
ǘƘŜ ŘŜǎƛǊŜ ǘƻ ŎƻƳōƛƴŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅκƳǳƴƛŎƛǇŀƭ ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎ ƛƴ ǎƛƴƎƭŜ ƭƻŎŀǘƛƻƴǎΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƪŜȅ 
example of that and the finest remaining example in Scotland. 

¶ In its time it was a visionary example of the future. 
¶ I cannot imagine a building like this will ever be created again. It is irreplaceable and 

utterly unique, redolent of an extraordinary era, playing a central role in the story of the 
birth of a new town and a new way of living for working class Scots. 

¶ See above 
¶ This was a very important building when it was first constructed and has a significant 

place in the history of Brutalist architecture in the UK and further afield.  I agree with the 

views of the 20th Century Society in relation to this building. 

¶ It is a fine example of Brutalist architecture and I agree with the comments of the 
architectural historian Barnabas Calder who has called  for it to be reimagined rather 

than destroyed forever. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜŀǊƭȅ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ŀƴŘ ǇǊƻōŀōƭȅ Ƴƻǎǘ ǎǘǊƻƴƎƭȅ ŜȄǇǊŜǎǎŜŘ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ǘȅǇŜΦ ²Ŝ Ŏŀƴƴƻǘ ƪƴƻŎƪ 
Řƻǿƴ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ƻŦ ǇŜǊǎƻƴŀƭ ŘƛǎƭƛƪŜΦ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ƘƛƎƘ ǊŜƎŀǊŘ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƭŀǊƎŜ ƴǳƳōŜǊ 
of Victorian buildings, for instance, but I appreciate that they should remain, as they are 
good examples of their type. Usually they have to be reimagined to be of current use. 

¶ I lived in Cumbernauld from birth to early twenties so my comments here are from a 
former residents view and with my professional hat on with being a planner. It has 
always been an iconic building as it sits on a prominent and central location of 
Cumbernauld. It was and still is very much a central hub serving the community. Albeit 
not as much now as in the past! It signifies a new town, new beginnings and new ways of 
living. It has significant historical importance. I understand that things always have to 

move on but this is a fantastic piece of history (the original building that is). It signifies so 
ƳǳŎƘ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ōǳǘ ŀƭǎƻ ƘƻƭŘǎ ǘƘŜ town back. 

¶ It's unique and represents the time and vision of when it was designed even though it 
has went through major alterations since. 

¶ Just because Cumbernauld town centre no longer fits the status quo of 21st century 
town centre structures, does not mean that it is obsolete. It is still a reminder to future 
generations of Scotland's historical legacy of being innovative before it's time. 

¶ The penthouses should be kept. 
¶ It is also an iconic image of the town itself, a town built to house people moved from 
DƭŀǎƎƻǿ Ǉƻǎǘ ǿŀǊΦ ¢ƘŜ ǎƘƛǇ ƻƴ ǎǘƛƭǘǎ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘƛƴƎ DƭŀǎƎƻǿΩǎ ǎƘƛǇōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜΦ ²ƘƛƭŜ 
the building in its entirety is not necessary worthy of listing, the main segment surely is 
given all of that. 

¶ I think my comments in the previous question cover the historic aspects also. It's unique. 
at least to the United kingdom. Can't speak for the rest of the world  65 or so years on !! 

¶ The New Town movement following Ww2 lead to lots of new, sometimes ambitious 
towns and communities to be built. Cumbernauld town centre is a perfect example of 
the ambitiousness of the project to give people new places to live outwith the confines 
of inner cities. 



 

¶ "Central to the history of the New Town Movement in Scotland and to the social impact 
of that idea. In that movement its own history is unique and it was loved and 
documented by many from film makers writes artists sculptors and its own denizens. 
It educated many and looked after them and sheltered them in a way that deserves 
recognition not to be preserved but by recognising its potential utility." 

¶ Again it's design was away ahead of its time when it was built and the fact it has 
penthouse is especially important for history. 

¶ The first outdoor escalators in the UK. 

¶ Just like other new towns they show a historical snapshot of the time when folk moved 
out of the city and moved to the surrounding towns. 

¶ "No other town centre is reflective in its name.  
Cumbernauld (meeting of the waters) 
Town centre is ship in dry dock" 

¶ Fuckin dump of a place 

¶ "This building was built in a time of greet need for housing as Glasgow was overflowing 
with people. The government and designers could have easily built something fast and 

ǎƛƳǇƭŜ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ǘƘŜȅ ǘƻƻƪ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǘƛƳŜ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƻƪŜŘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜΦ ²ƘŜƴ ȅƻǳ ƭƻƻƪ at 
Cumbernauld town centre closely you can see its true uniqueness in its concrete this 
was the first time that construction used concrete to this extent and design.  

From the walk ways, to the pillars they are all made from concrete. In the 60s and 70s 
this was super rare and ahead of its time. Designers and city planners from around the 
world came to see cumbernauld town centre as it was truly the future in town centres it 
was built around transport. Which you can still see to this day all of the new shopping 
malls in America and the shopping parks here are built around the car and bus. 
Something that Cumbernauld town centre introduced to the world." 

¶ Since it was the first shopping centre in the UK, surely the fact it was based on forward 
thinking architects designing with a view to allow sympathetic and likeminded expansion 
as the town grew, effort could be made to retain the original sections,  reopen it as 
originally built to allow the natural lighting and the wide walkways to be made better 
use of. 

¶ As a new town at the time, it clearly defines the thought processes of what was 
considered futuristic living, in 1960. Having an easily accessible central hub that you 
could reach by car, or on foot without encountering traffic. 

¶ As above the building is an important part of Scotland's social and urban history. It a 
vital, core, part of Cumbernauld New Town, emblematic of the hopes of the original 
community who moved away from the poor housing and living conditions of areas of 
central Scotland to a new life. The megastructure is the built, physical and recognisable 
icon of a spirit of optimism that tells the community's  story and that of the designers of 
the new towns. 

¶ As said above. This is a landmark in cumbernauld. It is known over the whole country for 
its architecture. Love it or hate it...its a talking point for the town and is special for those 
of us who have lived in cumbernauld for a long time. 

¶ "As I said above, 'Heritage' seems to mean medieval for some people. But in 100 years, 
Cumbernauld Town Centre will be of historical interest to people even if just to say 'Look 
how they shopped back then!' 

If anything, I personally prefer Social History to the usual Military History we get at 
school." 



 

¶ Again The design shows how the designers envisaged modern living in the 1950s when 
building a new town from scratch. 

¶ At the time it was built brutalist architecture was very popular, and it was using the 
latest material so was innovative and forward thinking at that time. It dates back to 
when the town was first established, so very much of that era. 

¶ It was innovative archetecture 
¶ ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ Ƙŀǎ ŦŜŀǘǳǊŜǎ ǇǊƻƳƛƴŜƴǘƭȅ  ƛƴ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǇƻǎǘǿŀǊ ǊŜƴŜǿŀƭΣ 

experimentation and sometimes failure and is therefore of major historic interest. 

¶ As above it was socially progressive when first built and deserves to be conserved in 
some way 

¶ It is unique. 

¶ "It's difficult to tease out the difference between the architecture itself and its historic 
relevance and interest, given how intertwined the two have ended up being in this 
setting.    
Its brutalist architecture reflects a crazy, intensely optimistic and forward looking 
moment in time, fueled by a hope for a better future for all, a very Scottish precept. 

It formed the nucleus of what is still known worldwide as a particularly brave 
experiment in social engineering, an investment in the common good, for the ordinary 
people of scotland, and a successful one at that, one which to this day has its advantages 

and the potential for much more.     
The moment in history its architecture, and the resultant social impact it represents, not 
only lost but deliberately eradicated, seems a sad end to what was once such a bold 
dream in making lives better, aspirational, forward-looking.  If designation can keep the 
structure from being demolished then i very strongly feel it should be given. 
The loss to the community and to a significant time in the history of scotland would be 
huge.  The unique feel of the town and what it represents in history as well as to the 
generations of families who have now grown up there would be lost.  I shudder to think 
of the generic awfulness of what will go in its place.     
Having grown up in Cumbernauld, the original megastructure was a benign behemoth, a 
focal point for the town, a destination that I completely accepted and even loved.  It has 
had a lasting impact on my psyche and the lense through which i see and experience 
other places in the world.   To the extent that i want to return there to live some day.  
Nowhere else is really like it. This must also be the case for the many thousands of 

others who grew up around it.   
The idea of the town centre as we know it being lost into the mists of time creates a 
huge sense of loss and missed opportunity.   

There was such great hope and optimism represented by the town centre structure to 
the new inhabitants when leaving the black tenements of Glasgow.  It is part of the 
social history of Scotland.   

It was part of a bold new world, and the structure itself was full of opportunities to 
explore and expand on ideologies and ways of living. There was a great hope about it, 
and many of the principles behind the design of the structure and the town as a whole 
are important to this day, and indeed more pertinent than they ever were." 

¶ "Name something else famous about Cumbernauld? 
 

Gregory's girl perhaps? Allot of that was shot in town centre... What else can I name? 
Thats right, our town centre is our famous icon..." 



 

¶ """Leonardo da Vinci, nearly five hundred years ago, envisioned a city where all the 
vehicles move underground, leaving man to move freely in the sun. Leonardo might also 
have sketched Cumbernauld's town center, a soaring citadel surrounded by meadow."" 
It's one of a kind" 

¶ The centre has significant social historical interest and value as the focus of the new 
town. Unlike earlier new towns, where the neighbourhood was conceived as residents' 
focal point, the idea in Cumbernauld was that the town would be closely connected to 
the centre. It was the focus for shopping, leisure and civic functions, and thus has long 
had a place in residents' lives and memories. 

¶ As said before it was a first in architectural design 

¶ The Town Centre acted as the main focus for the New Town as it grew and the majority 
of the residents feeling of community are linked to this structure. If the building were 
lost there would be no focus in the town 

¶ See answer above. 
¶ "Personally I think the building should be retained and developed.  It is iconic, unique  

and synonymous with Cumbernauld. A huge amount of other landmark buildings have 
been demolished and a replacement town centre will no more be a thriving hub.  
..When its gone with all its history and groundbreaking architecture ( and great 
memories for many) it's gone.The whole survey is biased and negative 
as if its a done deed" 

¶ as above 

¶ As above. World significant. 

¶ It was an original concept which represented planning ideas of the tim. 

¶ First town centre 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre was exactly that - a shared resource for the various part of 
the new town - along with the cottage theatre, it brought together communities who 
has moved to the town from Glasgow over successive generations. It developed and 
grew along side them, and mapped that unique time in Scottish cultural history. 

¶ Cumbernauld was one of the New Towns representing a particular vision of the future 
when planned during the late 1950's and early 1960's. It represented a new beginning 
for many families and a brighter tomorrow in a world of greater opportunity. The 
architecture of the Town Centre reflects this very well and is the concrete reminder of 
how the planning visions went together and how it worked. Times have changed and the 
Development Corporation was replaced - many residents of Cumbernauld were and are 
not happy with the position Cumbernauld occupies within North Lanark plans - NL have 
a reputation for running down Cumbernauld and there is a perception that NL 
preferences lie elsewhere. Time to show Cumbernauld folk that their Town Centre is 
valued and will be maintained as part of the architectural; heritage of Cumbernauld. You 
need only look online at the Cumbernauld in the 1970's group on fb or any similar 
interest group and you will see the importance of the Town Centre in the community's 
history - just mention Scan Bookshop, for example! (I recently refund a childhood friend 
through a mention of Scan Bookshop on one such group). The history of Cumbernauld is 
important to many, whether they still live there (like my friend) or whether they have 
lived in other countries since (like me). I'd go so far as to say there is nothing of any 
extent remaining in Cumbernauld which encapsulates the history of the New town like 

the Town Centre does. Schools are particular to groups of people depending on where 
their house was or what their religion was but the Town Centre belonged to all, old and 



 

young, those who moved to Cumbernauld with long families and those who were born 
there. It is the main remaining symbol of the New Town - lets celebrate it! 

¶ It is iconic to the era it was built and was visionary in that it accommodated living, 
leisure and business. sadly not very successfully. It is part of Scotland's new town history 

¶ "The town centre; its facilities, it being the sole source of facilities in the town, and its 
central location, has contributed to the sense of culture, history and community within 
Cumbernauld.  
It would be argued that the town could be considered a satellite commuter town for 
Glasgow without the centre and its identity, rather than the town of Cumbernauld.  
Cumbernauld is a new town in itself. We have witnessed the consequences of removing 

the built environment 'for a better future' in Glasgow, with so many examples of built 
architecture removed for the sake of progress. Let's not repeat the same mistakes and 
preserve & reuse our facilities." 

¶ "IMO  - it is if its time ....... 

¶ Use it or get rid of it . 

¶ Go simple,  go futuristic.  

¶ Solar panels etc" 
¶ Not a particularly attractive place - for me anyway. 

¶ It was an intimation of a brave new world that failed to materialize 

¶ It is a monument to the socio/politico/cultural aspirations of its period 

¶ The building is unique within the area and could be altered internally as part of the local 
plan for the area. 

¶ The building is the centrepiece of a town that was conceived to be easy to navigate, 
friendly to pedestrians, welcoming to shoppers and to provide an interesting, enriched 
standard of living. The town was conceived to be ambitious and futuristic and the town 
centre is an emblem of that. The centre has been run down, neglected and allowed to 
deteriorate and sadly this contributes to the misunderstanding and hatred of the 
building. It would be terrible to lose this icon of the town completely, when it could be 
refurbished and integrated into any redeveloped. 

¶ It is of specific historic interest in terms of both design and construction. Buildings like 
these should be adapted for re-use due to architectural quality and as a more 
sustainable approach to development. 

¶ See above 

¶ as above 

¶ As above..it has been the centre point from the start of new Cumbernauld. Everything 
else has been demolished or sold. We need to keep the heart of our heritage. 

¶ It was of a time and place and matched the hope of a new and different life. 

¶ This is history that should not be lost. 

¶ It is an example of an early new town. The separation of pedestrians and traffic was an 
innovation. 

¶ To town was built in a time when the conditions were right ( cheap energy available and 
mass housing needed), to be able to push the boundaries of architecture for the masses. 

These conditions will never happen again and therefore we should treat the 60s/70s 
brutalist in the same light as we do the grand Georgian or Gothic structures. 

¶ "It's part of our history the 60 
Need it kept" 



 

¶ It is absolutely a historic building. I have lived in Cumbernauld for 53 years and I have 
seen too many buildings being razed to the ground. It should remain to retain the 
history. 

¶ The architecture of the original town is and should be cared for and treated with more 
respect. There is beautiful architecture throughout Cumbernauld yet the town generally 
feels run down, neglected and uncared for by the council. So I would like to see the 
towncentre given a chance as a space. As i believe Cumbernauld could be a very 
different place and worth visiting. 

¶ See my comnents above. 
¶ I understand it was the first indoor mall in the UK. The town is a recognised example of 

modernist 50s and 60s architecture therefore it is only fitting that our centre reflects this 

¶ It was a first of its kind and should be respected as such.  Market Cumbernauld in such a 
way, do the town centre up and get tourists into the area. 

¶ Yes, the building is of special historic, cultural and social interest as it was designed to 
serve the the new town community of Cumbernauld. The history stands as a marker of 
the unique beginning of the town of Cumbernauld. 

¶ This is a special sixties conservation era in Scotland.  Please use the opportunity to even 
more enhance Scotland's reputation throughout the world, especially with regard to 
'Gregory's Girl'. I didn't realise myself until I had seen it on the 'One Show'. There could 

be many luxury flats built there, It would be very economically viable if you could 
enhance it. This is a very beautiful and unusual sixties building and even for those who 
want it to be demolished, it can be enhanced, eg by by adding more modern designs to 
it.  It could fulfil many people's wishes.  Please don't throw the baby out with the bath 
water! 

¶ It is a classic example of a period in time an iconic new town 

¶ As above, it has put Cumbernauld on the map. This heritage should be embraced and 
harnessed to work for the people of the town, not erased and destroyed. 

¶ One of very few concrete multi level town centre facilities surviving in Britain. retaining 
much of its original concept and construction. 

¶ See my answer above. 

¶ See answer to 7. 
¶ Its apart of the community but we need better shopping. 

¶ Again, as my previous answer explains, it may be divisive and used as an example of 
what not to do in design but that would appear to be due to poor decision making and a 
lack of commitment to seeing the plans through.  I have held an interest in the history of 
the town centre and it's development (popular culture and social history interests me) 

for many years and to see it all demolished and replaced with something that will likely 
not live up to promise is extremely sad. 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre was opened in the late 1960s and represents a period of 
huge optimism about the future - just think: the NEW town! - such as we have not seen 
since. It was still possible, in the late 1950s when this project was designed, to think that 
there was something called social life that was bigger than the individual family, and 

which architecture could address in comprehensive ways; thereby giving a determined 
and purposive form to social life. It was, in short, so much more than a developer 
scheme for suburban houses, the ambitions of which are limited to profit-making for the 
developer and comfortable isolation for the inhabitant. It is historically significant not 



 

only because it represents a fleeting moment in our past, but because it represents a 
vision of the future, in which developments aim to concentrate people into societies 

again, so that our settlements do not spread wastefully across our green land. 
¶ It is unquestionably the most pioneering of the UK's new towns, representing ideas of 

social advancement of international significance, unlikely to ever be repeated. It is 

arguably the most complete and earliest constructed example of the globally significant 
megastructure movement. 

¶ The story of how Cumbernauld came about has this as a central part of its story 

¶ See my response in previous question. 
¶ Cumbernauld has the Antonine Wall and the Forth and Clyde Canal running through it so 

that is history in its self.  With Cumbernauld Glen Wildlife Reserve being accessible all 
year round this community has enjoyed the area for years.  Many individuals still living in 
Cumbernuald grew up on farms in the area that are now housing estates.  The history of 
Cumbernauld should not be forgotten, but with more changes planned for the town 
centre, the original town is being wiped clean.  The town centre is the focal point and 
the buildings that remain should stay in situ to remind everyone of the beginning of the 
"New Town". 

¶ Highly original in its concept and manifestation, nothing else quite like it. 
¶ See above. 

¶ The Cumbernauld Town Centre was one of its kind in Scotland and was made with an 
intention to accommodate the entire town for different events or purposes. 

¶ "It was built as the future of new town planning and gave a vision of how a town could 
havŜ ŀ Ƙǳō Σ ŀ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŀǎƴΩǘ ƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŜƭŜƳŜƴǘǎ  
When it was first built it was designed to showcase how every town centre should aspire 
, it was how the planners and architects of the 50s and 60s wanted the world to live 

going forward" 

¶ The town centre was part of a societal regeneration to bring more people to 
Cumbernauld and create a central hub linking the central belt. The centre was the start 
of building Cumbernauld and is part of the new towns history. 

¶ "It was a well planned town centre with pathways all designed to take people away from 
traffic  
Some buildings such as the Golden Eagle hotel were somewhat weird but on the whole 
ƛǘ ǿŀǎƴΩǘ ŀ ōŀŘ ǇƭŀŎŜϦ 

¶ Refer to previous. 

¶ One of a kind at that time 
¶ Revolutionised the way in which city centres were used, contributed to the raised profile 

of the area and provides  Cumbernauld  with a historically significant destination 

¶ My mum who grew up in Cumbernauld has lots a fun stories about it 

¶ see para below 

¶ "For years we all watched GCC destroy countless historical buildings. Structures which 
made up the very fabric of the city were reduced to a pile of rubble.  

This was a new town with innovative ideas and everyone welcomed it. I do understand 
ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎƴΩǘ ǘƻ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜΩǎ ǘŀǎǘŜΣ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ǳƴƛǉǳŜ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ŘŜǎign and very much part 
ƻŦ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ǎƘƻǊǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅΦ [ƻƻƪ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ƳŀǘŎƘōƻȄŜǎ ōǳƛƭǘ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ ǘƘŜ Ƴŀƛƴ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƛǎ 

ǘƘŀǘ ǇƭŜŀǎƛƴƎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŜȅŜΚΚΦΦŜǎǇŜŎƛŀƭƭȅ CƭŜƳƛƴƎ IƻǳǎŜ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ōǳƛƭǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ улΩǎ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ 
my opinion is the biggest eyesore of them all. I would hope that at least part of the 



 

structure could be preserved and life brought back into it once more through better 
management. What is required rather than setting the bulldozers loose and imposing 

10yrs of unnecessary expense and disruption to our daily lives, is someone with vision 
who could utilise and improve the aesthetics of this iconic building for everyone to 
ŜƴƧƻȅΦ {ŀŘƭȅ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƻǿƴ Ƙŀǎ ƭƻǎǘ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ƛǘΩǎ ŦŀƛǊ ǎƘŀǊŜ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ ²Ŝ 
deserve the chance to try to preserve what little it has left, before we are left as a new 

town with no historical value to speak of.ϗϘϙϚ " 

¶ The New town vision Where housing, central facilities and urban connections were all 
considered as part of design 

¶ An incredible example of a new utopian post-war optimism in how we live. It is one of 
the last few structures of it's kind seeking to provide all the important features of a town 
centre under one roof. There are other notably successful renovations of controversial 
buildings of this period which have regained public support when remodeled and better 
managed, eg. Preston Bus Station, Park Hill Estate in Sheffield, and longer term 
favourites such as London's Southbank, the Barbican etc. 

¶ Creating a new town close to an old city, with segregation of pedestrians and vehicles 
and with extensive planting and landscaping makes it a lovely place to visit, stay, work or 
relax. 

¶ "Age and Rarity 
Few megastructures were built globally. In Scotland, only three buildings survive that 
exhibit megastructural underpinnings: Cumbernauld Town Centre, the Anderston Centre 
(Glasgow), and the Irvine Centre (Irvine). Of these, Cumbernauld is by far the most 

significant. 
.ŀƴƘŀƳ ƴƻǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ Ω/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜΣ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ōȅ ƎŜǘǘƛƴƎ ōǳƛƭǘΣ ŜǎǘŀōƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛǘǎŜƭŦ 
as the most convincing paradigm we have of what an urban megastructure should be. It 

ŎƻƳŜǎ ŎƭƻǎŜ ǘƻ ŦǳƭŦƛƭƭƛƴƎΣ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ƛƴ ǇǊƻƳƛǎŜΣ ǘƘŜ ŦƻǳǊ ƘŜŀŘƛƴƎǎ ƻŦ ²ƛƭŎƻȄƻƴΩǎ ŘŜŦƛƴƛǘƛƻƴΤ ƛǘ 
ƻŦŦŜǊǎ ŀǘ ƭŜŀǎǘ ŀ ǎƛƳǳƭŀŎǊǳƳ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ aŜǘŀōƻƭƛǎǘǎΩ ŘƛǎǘƛƴŎǘƛƻƴ ōŜǘǿŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŜǊƳŀƴŜƴǘ ǘǊŜŜ 
and the transient leaves; and, by including at least a thin line of penthouse duplexes 
along the whole length of the superstructure, it houses a far larger range of urban 
functions than, say, Habitat, which is purely residential, or Place Bonaventure, which 
currently houses no civƛŎ ŦǳƴŎǘƛƻƴǎΩ ό.ŀƴƘŀƳ мфтсΣ мтс-7) 
²ƛŘŜƭȅ ǊŜƎŀǊŘŜŘ ŀǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ōǳƛƭǘ ΨōŜŦƻǊŜ ƛǘǎ ǘƛƳŜΩ ό/ƻǿƭƛƴƎ мффтΣ смύΣ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎ ǎŀǿ ƛƴ 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜ ΨŘŜŀƭƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ƛŘŜŀǎ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ǊŀŘƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀƭǘŜǊ 
ǘƘŜ ǎƘŀǇŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭǘ ŜƴǾƛǊƻƴƳŜƴǘ ŀǎ ŀ ǿƘƻƭŜΩ όJeffrey 1963, 209). 
Association with people or events of national importance 
The original conception for Cumbernauld Town Centre was the work of Hugh Wilson, the 
bŜǿ ¢ƻǿƴΩǎ ŎƘƛŜŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ǇƭŀƴƴŜǊΦ  Lƴ ²ƛƭǎƻƴΩǎ ŎŀǊŜŜǊ ƘŜ ǇǊŜǇŀǊŜŘ ƻǳǘƭƛƴŜ Ǉƭŀƴǎ 
for several other New Towns including Irvine, Milton Keynes, Redditch, and 
Skelmersdale. These were all prepared in partnership with Lewis Womersley former 

ŎƘƛŜŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘκǇƭŀƴƴŜǊ ƻŦ {ƘŜŦŦƛŜƭŘΣ ǿƘƻ ƘŀŘ ƻǾŜǊǎŜŜƴ ǘƘŜ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƛǘȅΩǎ tŀǊƪ 
Hill development τ ǘƘŜ Ψ{ǘǊŜŜǘǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ {ƪȅΩΦ 
The Town Centre is the most well-known and recognisable building by Geoffrey Copcutt. 

Copcutt remains a controversial and distinctive figure, variously described as a 
ƳŜƎŀƭƻƳŀƴƛŀŎ ΨǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƛƴǎǘƛƴŎǘ ƻŦ ŀ ǎŎƛ-Ŧƛ ǿǊƛǘŜǊΩ όDǊƛƴŘǊƻd 2013, 298) and a 
ΨŎƻƳǇǳƭǎƛǾŜ ǾƛǎǳŀƭƛǎŜǊΩ όDƻƭŘ нллтΣ мртύΦ ²ƛƭƭƛŀƳ DƛƭƭŜǎǇƛŜΣ ŀƴ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ ǿƘƻ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ 

ŀƭƻƴƎǎƛŘŜ /ƻǇŎǳǘǘ ŀǘ /5/Σ ǊŜƳŜƳōŜǊŜŘ ƘƛƳ ŀǎ ΨǿƛƭŘ ƛƴ ŜǾŜǊȅ ǿŀȅΥ ǿƛƭŘ ōŜŀǊŘΣ ǿƛƭŘ ƘŀƛǊΣ 



 

and he used to wear suits like carpets, light brown, with huge buttons; he was an 
ŀƳŀȊƛƴƎ ƳŀƴΩ ό5{! ŜƴǘǊȅ ŦƻǊ /ƻǇŎǳǘǘύΦϦ 

¶ As above. 

¶ "As a mixed use megastructure of housing, shops, commercial offices, market halls, 
covered car parking, bus stations, library and creches and at one time local government 
and Department of Work and Pensions Offices, it is unique in the UK and in Europe. Le 
Corbusier's Unite d' Habitation share some of its features but to a much lesser and less 
diverse extent.  
For several reasons such as changing UK government policies and funding its original 
concept was not fully realised and various additions over the decades have tended to 

make it a bit of a neglected hopscotch mix now. 
It badly needs investment, upcycling and retrofitting. 
It is the key landmark in the New Town and recognised all over the  world." 

¶ It speaks of a time of optimism, community and the original 20 minute neighbourhood 

¶ The Brutalist experiment is interesting and a part of Cumbernauld's New Town history. 
But there's surely no need to preserve every facet of this outdated and unworkable 
1960's experiment. However, don't completely demolish the past. At least keep the 
exterior of the bridge structure as a reminder of where Cumbernauld started it's life as a 
hub in the Central Region of Scotland. 

¶ An eyesore 

¶ Not Answered 

¶ "The megastructure is an important part of Scotland's social and urban history.   
The megastructure is iconic: recognisable as the embodiment of the optimism and 
ambition of the time.  A core part of the daily lives of the new community. To demolish it 
is to obliterate a key part of the vision of the designers for the overall town.  Without 
the building at the town centre we lose a key understanding of the historic hope that 
new, and better, lives would be lived by a new community away from slums of 
Lanarkshire and elsewhere." 

¶ "I would have thought that preservation of a structure would have been to show 'best 
practice' - this structure may have served a purpose and a vision when it was first 
opened but is literally an eyesore now.  We should not be celebrating and retaining this 
structure, we should be accepting that it served a purpose at a time, was not flexible 
enough to move with the times, and is now not serving a relevant purpose.   
From a historical context - the purpose it serves it to show how it wasn't designed to 
adapt - and you don't need to preserve it to learn and teach that concept in the same 
way you don't need to have to consistently fight a 'lost' war to understand why you 
lost." 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ƪƴƻŎƪŜŘ Řƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜōǳƛƭǘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŜȅŜ ǎore to our 
town. 

¶ The only historical interest is how bad it looks in the modern day. 
¶ Disaster 

¶ Nobody cares about this building, and those that do are stuck in the past. Let 
Cumbernauld move into the future. 

¶ Demolish the buildinv asap 
 

¶ ϦL ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ Ƴƛǎǎ ƛǘ ƛŦ ƛǘ ǎǳŘŘŜƴƭȅ ǾŀƴƛǎƘŜŘΦ !ǎ ŦŀǊ ŀǎ LΩƳ ŎƻƴŎŜǊƴŜŘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ 
interest would be greatly missed by the vast majority of people if it was no longer there. 



 

If people want to see what not to build, then take pictures and create a book of what 
used to be there. Add it to the Cumbernauld museum for people to visit and see what 

we had to put up with. Glasgow has demolished better buildings." 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ Ǌǳƴ Řƻǿƴ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǎƳŜƭƭǎ ƻŦ ǳǊƛƴŜΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŀǘ ŀƭƭ ŀōƻǳǘ ƛǘ 

¶ Historical interest shouldn't hold places back 

¶ As above 
¶ Lived in Cumbernauld for 40 years, kids go to school here yet we know very little about 
ƛǘΣ ƛŦ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ǎƻ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ǎǳǊŜƭȅ ǿŜΩŘ ōŜ ƳƻǊŜ ŀǿŀǊŜΚ 

¶ Many buildings or blocks of flats across the country of a similar age are demolished. 
They are not described as special historic interest so neither should this centre be. 

¶ I refer to my comments regarding the previous question. I would not be opposed to the 
idea of some commemorative gesture but completely opposed to retaining the building. 

¶ Just because it's old doesn't mean it has historic significance, it just means it needs 
replaced. 

¶ It is an eye sore and gives cumbernauld a bad reputation 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ŎƻǳƴǘƭŜǎǎ ǘƛƳŜǎ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƛǘΩǎ ŎǊŜŀǘƛƻƴΦ Iƻǿ Ŏŀƴ ȅƻǳ ŎƭŀƛƳ 
any historical interest when most of that history has already been destroyed? The 
building looks nothing like the original design apart from some rather awkward 
leftovers. 

¶ I agree the town has an historical element because of the whole new town of the future 
scheme from the 1950/60s with the overcrowding in Glasgow and people moving to 
Cumbernauld from that reason 

¶ It lost any appeal a long time ago 
¶ Yes it has history however it is an eyesore as the building is not kept up to date being 

painted often 

¶ Yes it was ŀ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴ ōǳǘ ǿŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƭƛǾŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŀǘ ŜǊŀ ŀƴȅƳƻǊŜΗ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǘƻǘŀƭ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƴƻǿ 
filled with depression! 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǿŀǎ ōǳƛƭǘ ƻƴ ŀ ǊŜŀŎǘƛǾŜ ōŀǎƛǎ ŀƴŘ ōŀǊŜƭȅ ƳŜǘ ǘƘŜ ƴŜŜŘ ƻŦ ƛǘΩǎ ǇƻǇǳƭŀǘƛƻƴ 
ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƛƳŜΦ aƛǎǘŀƪŜǎ ǿŜǊŜ ƳŀŘŜ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ǉǳalify it as a historical 
place of interest. If every mistake was recognised as of historical interest then how 

would towns and cities fare with new generations? 

¶ The only historical interest would be to show architects how not to build a town centre 
¶ Cumbernauld TC should only be treated as an architectural interest for interest on how 

NOT to build and design a retail space. It is no longer fit for purpose and is costly to 
maintain and as such is neglected and only maintained to essential standards only. If 
architect and design students wish to study it in the future I would suggest the TC is 
digitally mapped for this purpose as a reasonable alternative to visually inspecting the 
buildings. 

¶ The building is falling apart and is a total eyesore. The facilitates are not fit for purpose 
and the application is a sham to stop redevelopment into something that the community 
want 

 

¶ I believe at the time of design it was a novel concept, however the main points that 
made it unique such as apartment buildings are not being used and therefore it did not 
succeed 



 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre serves as a reminder of how not to build a town centre. The 
building and area has a horrendous reputation. 

¶ It's just a shambles, the building is dilapidated, it's awful to navigate with a pram or 
wheelchair. It's cold, damp and very depressing 

¶ It WAS a nice experiment but saying at it has basically been abandoned by the council 
since the 1980s then too little too late. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ 

¶ See above 
¶ It has too many flaws and is taking up useful space where a stream flown shopping 

centre could be built which would benefit the residents and any tourists. 

¶ There are loads of things or historical interest in Cumbernauld/NL this is not one of them 
its a guide in how not to make a town centre for the people 

¶ The town center made Cumbernauld infamous rather than generating any special 
historic interest. 

¶ It was only built in 1963 not great historic value 

¶ The only historic use for Cumbernauld town centre is as an example of how not to build 
a good town centre 

¶ It is now a mishmash of addons and partly demolished. 

¶ Cumbernauld needs a facility that can best serve the community and as it stands at 
present the current building does not do this. 

¶ It might have been nice to look at when it was first built, however times have moved on. 
LǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ƳŜǎǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƻǊŘƛƴŀǊȅ ƎƻƻŘ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ŘŜǎŜǊǾŜ ōŜǘǘŜǊΦ 

¶ It's not a historic building that people want to come & see. Certainly not a tourist 
attraction! For me historic buildings have something unique in how they are built & look. 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ƻƭŘΣ ŘŀǘŜŘ ŀƴŘ Ŏŀƴ ƻƴƭȅ ōŜ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘ ōȅ ōŜƛƴƎ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘΦ L ŎŀƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ŀƴȅ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘǎ ƛƴ 
this structure being maintained. 

¶ It was a town built for a different way of life from Glasgow. It was a new and amazing 
concept but it now has no place in modern life. 

¶ Again, it is of interest only if one is concerned with town planning and architectural 
failures, 

¶ The original concept was interesting but years of neglect, underinvestment and 
obstruction of any progress by the owners of various parts of the centre have meant 
that any vision of a coherent centre has long since been lost.  Historical interest in this 

failed experiment could be served by documentation and does not require the physical 
building. 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘ ƘƻƭŘ ŀƴȅ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ 

¶ I live in Cumbernauld however not all my life. I find the town centre is an 
embarrassment. I do not arrange to meet friends here but use some shops if I have to. 
aȅ ΨƎƻ ǘƻΩ ŦƻǊ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǎƻŎƛŀƭƛǎƛƴƎ ƛǎ DƭŀǎƎƻǿ CƻǊǘ ƻǊ DƭŀǎƎƻǿ Ŏƛǘȅ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΦ 

¶ It has no history apart from being the "plook on the plinth" 
¶ Maybe to academic design social history but not to residents 

¶ There is simply nothing of historic interest about the whole town centre 
¶ The only historic interest is in the amount of times it has been awarded the "carbuncle" 

award, ir the amount of people who dismiss the merits of Cumbernauld as a town, based 

directly on its eyesore of a town centre. 



 

¶ I don't believe this shows any sign of specific historic interest, other than being known as 
the ugliest town centre. 

¶ Its an absolute dive. 

¶ See answer to previous question 

¶ This buildings historical significance belongs in a book. The people of Cumbernauld 
should not be punished by keeping this monstrosity because somone who dosnt need to 
live here thinks it's an important relic. 

¶ "It's an eyesore, it's despised by the vast majority of residents. 
The alterations & demolitions of parts of it over the years mean it no longer represents 
the original vision of the development & as it has not performed it's original vision for a 
long time, it's not worthy of any protected notice. 
The St Mungo's church next to it is a much better building for such a notice" 

¶ Concrete jungle 

¶ Wǳǎǘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŦƻǊ ŀ ƴǳƳōŜǊ ƻŦ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƴŜŎŜǎǎŀǊƛƭȅ 
translate into a historical or architectural monument.  If that was the model there would 
never be redevelopment or renewal. 

¶ It is only of specific historic interest of what not to do ever again. 

¶ Same reasons as above - the town will never fully prosper until it has a useable, central 
hub for shopping and socialising 

¶ not fit for purpose 
¶ Only in so much as it shows what abominations were allowed to be built in the name of 

architecture 

¶ The buildings are of no historic value whatsoever.  A collection of dull units plastered 
together with no pleasing features at all. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ  ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ 

¶ Its only good to show what NOT to do with a town centre. 

¶ It was built as a New Town, an overspill of Glasgow, it should be kept as a New Town, 
ōǳǘ ǘƻ Řƻ ǘƘŀǘΣ ƛǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛǎŜŘΣ ǎƻ ƴƻΣ L ŘƻƴΩǘ think the Centre is of special 
historic interest. 

¶ It simply is not old enough to be of Historic Interest and any interest that it would have 
would be an example of something done wrong 

¶ I see nothing of historical interest in this building. 

¶ Cannot see any historical interest in the building at all. Anything that is associated with 
the history is easily available in archives online. 

¶ Of no historic interest 
¶ I'm sure there's many more centres in Scotland that are of more specific historical 

interest. And Cumbernauld already has a listed building in Our Lady's High School which 
is a better design and is already listed. 

¶ No one in Cumbernauld truly believes that the building should be kept. The only folk 
ǿƘƻ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǿŀƴǘ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ǊƛŘ ƻŦ ƛǘ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜ ƛƴ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ 
look at it. 

¶ See above 
¶ I wouldn't classify the building as historic. Yes, it represents a specific period of Scottish 

history, but so does much of the rest of this town. The building, whilst interesting, is 
simply an eyesore. 



 

¶ As my statement above, but I think whatever historical interest it had would be a 
ŘƛǎǎŜǊǾƛŎŜ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ƛŦ ǎƻƳŜƘƻǿ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƪŜǇǘΣ L ŎŀƴΩǘ ǎǇŜŀƪ ŦƻǊ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜ ōǳǘ 
better for everyone if we moved into the 21st century. 

¶ As a child of the sixties, the building was awful when it and the surrounding concrete flat 
roof buildings were built. It looks like pre Cold War housing in Russia. Feel so sorry for 
people that have to live there and look at the monstrosity that it is. There is nothing 
about it that is pleasing to the eye, this sentiment for sixties architecture is misplaced, 
ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ƭƛǾŜ ƘŜǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ ƛǘ ƻǊ ǎƘƻǇ ƛƴ ƛǘΦ DŜǘ ƛǘ ƎƻƴŜΦ 

¶ "Architects should have been sacked. 
We have had to live with this eyesore long enough." 

¶ It is a good example of futuristic plans for new towns. But the residents should not be 
forced to suffer its continued presence if it is not wanted. 

¶ I think the history of the town centre is interesting and should continue to be preserved 
as it has been in the library on the top floor. If a new city centre is build it should pay 

homage to the old building and history of its new town origins. 
¶ See above comments. I think although Cumbernauld was one of the first new towns and 

the expansion creating the town centre was and remains significant. However, that isn't 
indicated to the everyday observer instead it shows the lack of pride within the 
community of this building. 

¶ Not used 
¶ The megastructure was an almost unique building when constructed but that should not 

mean it needs to be listed. An indepth record of the building should be put together and 

a suitable archive selected where the records can be viewed by the general public. 

¶ "As above. 
It not.fit for purpose" 

¶ As above. It is disgraceful it is still here. A complete eyesore and blight on our town. 

¶ To the majority of residents it is no longer fit for purpose and the only historical matter 
of interest would be how not to do it again 

¶ It is used as an example of one of the worst carbuncles in the country. Being of historic 
iƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƻƴƭȅ ŀƭƭƻǿǎ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ǳƴŦƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ǘƻ ǊŜƳŀƛƴΦ Lǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƘŜ 
ǳǎŜ ŦƻǊ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ǿŀǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƘŜ άƘŜŀǊǘέ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ 
shops and facilities for the town and to be of benefit to its people and businesses. IF 
those who deem its historical significance is of such importance then perhaps they can 
fund its removal and reconstruction elsewhere and allow the town to have amenities 
that reflect the population and their needs in an appropriately designed building that 
ǊŜŦƭŜŎǘǎ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜƳŜƴǘǎΦ 

¶ "I understand that the architect who planned the town & had it built had a vision in 
ƳƛƴŘΧ ǘƘŀǘ Ǿƛǎƛƻƴ ǎǘƛƭƭ ŜȄƛǎǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘ ƛƴƛǘƛŀƭ Ǉƭŀƴ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǿƻǊƪ ŀƴȅƳƻǊŜ 
is the main town cŜƴǘǊŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΧ ŦƻǊ ŀƭƭ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ƴŀƳŜŘ ŀōƻǾŜΦ  
We have the photographs to reminisce in the years ahead, but going forward we need to 
ƭƛǾŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƘŜǊŜ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǿΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀƴȅƳƻǊŜΦϦ 

¶ As above. 

¶ It's more an example of how NOT to build a Town Centre. 

¶ aƻǎǘ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘƛŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ ōǳƛƭǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ слκтлΩǎΣ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛƴ 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ƛǘ ǿŀǎƴΩǘ ǘƻƻ ƭƻƴƎ ŀƎƻ ƛǘ ǿƻƴ ŎŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊ ǘƻ ƴƻǿ 
say they want to make it a listed building is a joke 



 

¶ It looks unsightly 
¶ Only historic for the 60s building style and focused far too much on odd unique design, 

but it now brings Cumbernauld down by the sight and lack of upkeep. 

¶ Was build more than 40 yrs ago, no longer suitably functional for a modern society 

¶ There is no historical interest attached to the facilities and buildings. The interest comes 
from the statues and other display items within the buildings 

¶ It may have won an Award back in the day (goodness knows why!) but we should be 
looking to the future. 

¶ Other ǘƘŀƴ ōŜƛƴƎ ŎŀƭƭŜŘ ŀ άŎŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜέ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ 

¶ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƛǎ ǎƻ ƳǳŎƘ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ƛǘΩǎ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƛǎ ǊƛŎƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘƛǎ 
building & I believe this centre is getting in the way of celebrating Cumbernauld real & 
authentic history 

¶ None 

¶ The Centre has no significance other than being a monstrosity, a reminder of how not to 
design, and of Local Authorities (and their Architects) who thought they knew better. 

¶ I you think it is of historic interest, take pictures and videos of it before it is torn down 
and rebuilt. This town's residents seriously need a better much more modern town 
centre. It will be far more value to the residents as a new shopping centre than a 
"historic" one that people only visit when they have to because it becomes so run down. 

¶ None - needs to be a modern functioning town centre for a growing population 

¶ As above. Cumbernauld people do not want this building to stay standing and see the 
bigger picture with future plans and are happy for the future and for a new building for 
our children . 

¶ I understand that Cumbernauld was one of the first town centres to be built, and 
therefore perhaps of academic historical interest, however that does not help local 
residents who would wish to use a town centre which has been well designed to provide 
a safe and attractive environment. There are many photos and models of the original 

building, which absolutely should be preserved for architectural historians to study and 
learn from. 

¶ "Historical interest can be displayed with pictures.  
You don't keep a rotting corpse of a relative around to look at when they die. They are 
still alive in your mind, heart and in pictures/videos. 
The town centre has been dead for decades." 

¶ "Cumbernauld will always be known for being a bomb site. LǘΩǎ ƘƻǳǎŜǎ ŀǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŀǎ ƛǘΩǎ 
poorly designed buildings will always bring it down.  
The only history you get from Cumbernauld is the clock that hides up inside the town 
ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ǊǳǎǘƛƴƎ ŀǿŀȅΣ ŜǾŜƴ ǘƘŜƴ LΩŘ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǿŀǘŎƘ Ǉŀƛƴǘ ŘǊȅΦϦ 

¶ It's an eyesore and not fit for purpose 
¶ !ǿŦǳƭ ōǊǳǘŀƭ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǎŜǊǾŜ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ 

¶ /ŀƴΩǘ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŜ ǿƘȅ ŀƴȅƻƴŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜƭȅ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅ 
¶ I agree it has some historical value in the design at the time; however, this could be 

demonstrated through displaying old photographs when the town was first developed 

bh¢ ōȅ ǎǳŘŘŜƴƭȅ ŘŜŎƛŘƛƴƎ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴŎŜ ŀŦǘŜǊ ȅŜŀǊǎ ƻŦ ŘŜŎƭƛƴŜΦ 

¶ I don't think this site is old enough or particularly a good example of the 1970's. 

¶ "The town centre has no cultural history apart from the scent of urine in the dangerous 
slopes to either side of the bus station. 



 

Cumbernauld already has historic sites, antonine wall etc and gains no benefit from this 
town centre being viewed as part of history apart from to be used as an example in a 

book." 
¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld my entire life. The town is a great place to live, but it is 

overshadowed by this monstrosity. I don't ever recall a time when I thought 

Cumbernauld Town Centre was nice, but it is now an actively revolting. 

¶ It a big mass of concert nobody wants it there 
¶ bƻƴŜ ǿƘŀǘΩǎ ǎƻ ŜǾŜǊ 

¶ It is of historical interest but is not usable now so the history and architecture could be 
preserved another way with a model in a museum perhaps. Not worth keeping this 
building, it is too far gone and not up to modern sustainable standards. Very cold place 
to work. Leaking in many places. 

¶ Other than "this is how not to do things" Cumbernauld TC is of no importance or historic 
value. It can be written about in books and online about it's brutalism and design. But it 

would be damning to the future or the town to commemorate this by keeping the 
outdated structure. 

¶ It represents a particular time in planning - ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳŜŀƴ L ƭƛƪŜ ƛǘ 
¶ As above 

¶ Get the bulldozers in. 

¶ Same as above an eyesore difficult to navigate and not for for purpose 

¶ No extent whatsoever. Its unused, unsafe, and has no great historical tales to tell. 

¶ These questions are designed in a way that can most certainly be misconstrued and 
misrepresented for your own gain. It is interesting in the sense it formed part of a new 
town. 

¶ See previous comments. 
¶ The only historical interest is the initial reason for having new towns. This town centre 

has been in decline for many years. 

¶ The centre has already been changed so far from the original design that what is left is a 
small part of what made it interesting in the first place. 

¶ As above 

¶ There is nothing iconic historic about it 
¶ If it was of historic interest it would have been well maintained which it clearly is not. 

¶ It is of its time, no more than any other building so therefore not special 

¶ Same as above 

¶ No reason, the structure is an eyesore 

¶ As  above 
¶ The only thing that is historic about it is that everyone is aware of it winning the 

Carbuncle award in 2001 and 2005 and runner up in 2015. The only town to win twice 
and be shortlisted 4 times. 

¶ The building has never been fit for purpose 

¶ Really!!! Historically a laughing stock! People are moving out of Vietnauld as anything of 
historical interest is left to crumble or be vandalised. 

¶ Same reasons as number 7 - ŀƭǎƻ ǿƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ŀōƻǳǘ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ōǳƛƭǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфслκтлΩǎ 
¶ Same reasons as above 

¶ A shopping mall is not of historical interest! 



 

¶ Everything has historic factors. However this restricts the town and the history is of 
limited importance. 

¶ How can something that is only 60 odd years old be HISTORIC. 

¶ Same as above! It's awful! 

¶ As above 

¶ Going forward with the shackles of history holding us back prevents Cumbernauld from 
moving forward effectively. This building is a 60's architect's vision of the future, which 
hindsight tells us was fundamentally flawed and completely unsuitable for modern 

living. This is not Hadrians Wall or The Pyramids. It cannot be allowed to dictate 
Cumbernauld's future 

¶ It just is not of any historic value 

¶ In my opinion it was a mistake to build that monstrosity. We need to demolish it asap 
¶ Apart from the small collection of historic items in the library there is nothing of note or 

worth in the town centre area...the items in the library can easily be rehoused to a nicer 
site. 

¶ Sentimental value only. There is nothing historic about it appart from the memories we 
hold within ourselves as a child. 

¶ It may be unique and probably of some architectural interest but it is literally a waste of 
space and looks very run down 

¶ The building and it's annexes have zero historical interest whatsoever. Flatten it and 
start again. 

¶ It's a new town, not a historic town. 

¶ For something to be historic in needs to be at least 100 years old and this is not. 

¶ It should be destroyed and forgotten. 

¶ Typical of its time. Not unique or relevant I historical terms 
¶ It does not reflect the needs of the large population of Cumbernauld.  Its definitely time 

to look at the facilities and town centre. 

¶ Perhaps how not to design a building. Aware it has been altered 

¶ Nothing historically about it 
¶ The building is ingot and there is nothing original left the appartments army used, what 

hotel? And if your lucking for a charity shop this is the place for you 

¶ "I will say yes the centre has historic interest but I do not agree with it becoming a listed 
building. 
The building is old, dated and an eyesore. 
Half of the building is not in use and run down. It attracts vandalism and brings the 
whole town down. 
A redevelopment is what we need." 

¶ 60's and 70's architecture gives no pleasure to look at and internally it is not an 
appealing place to be. Retailers cannot sustain themselves with the lack of desire in the 
town to spend any time in it. 

¶ "It is no longer fit for purpose, and is not a tourist attraction.  
Any historical importance has been well documented so will not be lost." 

¶ "Cumbernauld Town Centre is a dated concept that may, or may not, have worked at the 
time of Construction. However, it has quickly became dated and is now very very quiet. 
LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƴƛnviting area, under used and as such is having a negative impact on any 
regeneration plans for the area.  



 

Most residents I know feel unsafe and avoid where possible.  
Cumbernauld had expanded over recent the more recent years particularly with the 

significant developments to the North of the M80. However, the town centre offer has 
not serviced this boom. The architecture and structural layout of the Town Centre plays 
its role in this demise." 

¶ I feel that if it was that important of a place, then it would have been better looked 
after. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻŦ ƴƻ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǘƻ ƳȅǎŜƭŦ 

¶ It is an example in how not to use concrete to build entire buildings with. It can be used 
in literature and perhaps a museum as what not to build in future. 

¶ I don't imagine that it will feature strongly in any historical books or records. A few 
pictures in a local booklet are enough to satisfy anybody who wishes to remember it. 

¶ To architecture students and enthusiasts yes, but to the average resident, it is a joke. 
The town was given the Carbuncle award because of it. 

¶ Can't see any reason why anyone could think of it as interesting. Maybe back in the day 
the architects thought it was a forward looking development but surely not now. 

¶ "As above.  
Nothing to be proud of. Needs demolished and updated to be in line with Antonine 
centre" 

¶ No historic value to the town. 

¶ Unless your wanting to teach the architects of the future how not to design a building 
then is had no use at all as a historical interest! 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎƴΩǘΗΗΗ tƭŀƛƴ ŀƴŘ ǎƛƳǇƭŜΗ 
¶ "There may be an argument to the historic value/interest but this can be shared other 

ways. To keep this building as it is, in this day in age is backwards thinking. 
We need progress in our towns." 

¶ As above 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƴƳŀƛƴǘŀƛƴŜŘ ƳŜǎǎ 
¶ It is an eyesore and dangerous as many places are soo isolated. Raise it to the ground 

¶ See above 

¶ At the end of the day it's a leaking mouldy building that has outstayed it's welcome. 
There are far better locations in Cumbernauld that are of more historical interest and 
importance.l 

¶ Historic, yes, but for reasons stated in the previous box, virtual preservation would be 
sufficient. The original building was m9re interesting than the piecemeal mess it became 

¶ "The building is of modern design, from recent history.  The future building should be 
designed with learning from the mistakes of this current building in mind.  
The modern historical nature of this current structure is an example of the negative 
nature and culture of Cumbernauld. Which I believe should not be celebrated, but 

removed with a new beginning in mind." 
 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ƛƴ ƴƻ ǿŀȅ ŀƴ ƛŎƻƴƛŎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΣ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ǊŜƭŀǘŜŘ ǘƻ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƛǘΩǎ 
an embarrassment 

¶ It's unsightly and really only interesting to very few people with specialist interest. 

¶ It doesn't have any historic interest to myself on anyone I know 



 

¶ Unless you are an architect with an interest in brutalist style buildings then I can't see 
why anyone would be remotely interested in the building. 

¶ It might be to architects but it is not to the majority of people who actually live in the 
town. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ōƛƎ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ōƭƻŎƪ ƻƴ ǎǘƛƭǘǎ ǿƛǘƘ ǊŀƴŘƻƳ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛƻƴǎ ŀǘ ƭƻǿ ƭŜǾŜƭΦ ¢ƘŜ ŜŀǊƭƛŜǎǘ 
memory I have of the building was drunks coming out the CDC social club. 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ǘƘŜȅ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƻƴƭȅ ŜƴƻǳƎƘ ǘƻ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴŎŜ ƴƻǊ is there historic 
significance to building that I am aware of. 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre should not be  protected just because it is an example of a 
certain type of architecture. It must serve the community. As someone who grew up in 
Cumbernauld in the 70s and 80s, the town centre was always a dismal place that thrived 
despite the architecture because there was nowhere else to go 

¶ The only thing worth any historical use is the clock that tye managemof the town centre 
have kept hid away for years. 

¶ However histoǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳŜŀƴ ƛƴ ŀ ǇƻǎƛǘƛǾŜ ǿŀȅ 

¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘ ǘƻ ǘƘƛǎ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǘΩǎ ǎŜǾŜǊŀƭ ŘƛŦŦŜǊŜƴǘ ǇƛŜŎŜǎ ƻŦ 
architecture badly put together perhaps for good architecture they might go see Princes 
Square. Disha perhaps go down in history as an example of bad community planning by 
various dysfunctional organisations rather than a single element of good planning 

¶ Cumbernauld is a new town and this is a new town building. It is not nice to look at. It is 
dirty, falling apart and nobody is interested in it as an historical site to visit 

¶ Ϧ¢ƘŜ /ŜƴǘǊŜ ǿŀǎ ŦƛƭƳŜŘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳƻǾƛŜ DǊŜƎƻǊȅΩǎ DƛǊƭΣ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ƛŎƻƴƛŎΣ 9ƴƻǊƳƻǳǎΣ ŀƴŀƭƻƎǳŜ 
clock on the stairwell. 
¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ǘƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǘƘŀǘ L ŀƳ ŀǿŀǊŜ ƻŦΦ LΩǾŜ ƴƻǘ ǊŜŀŘ ŀƴȅ ƳŀǘŜǊƛŀƭǎ ǘƻ ŦƛƴŘ 
out any other special historic interests." 

¶ The majority of Cumbernauld residents would prefer to shop elsewhere as there is 
nothing appealing in this centre 

¶ The brutalist design may have been ground breaking at the time of construction but 
having grown up in Cumbernauld and used the town centre my whole life I can assure 
you that any special interest has faded into insignificance as the centre  has slid into a 
state of dilapidation and decay. 

¶ !Ǝŀƛƴ ƛǘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƛǎ ƻƴƭȅ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŦǊƻƳ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ. Abronhill 
high was historically important because it f its part in Gregory girls and yet that was 
demolished! Do the same with the centre 

¶ It is a source of local shame!!!! 

¶ It's not of historical interest, it's only a few decades old. 

¶ Its only fame is used as an embarrassment of Cumbernauld.  And the only awards are 
the carbuncle. 

¶ Same reason as above. 

¶ Only of interest to those interested in architecture. 
¶ Should be raised to the ground.  There are plenty of photos of it for people to view in 

years to come. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŜȄŀŎǘƭȅ ǘƘŜ ƻǇǇƻǎƛǘŜ ŀƴŘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƻƴƭȅ ŜǾŜǊ ōŜ ǳǎŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ōŀŘ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜΦ 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ - ǘƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴǾƻƭǾŜŘΦ 

¶ Carbuncle awards - need we expand. It is an eyesore, a drain on the public purse. Take a 
photo, then take it down. 



 

¶ Nothing historic about it! 
¶ None whatsoever, for the reasons outlined previously. 

¶ ¸ƻǳ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ǎŜŜ ƻǊ ōŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ƭŜŀǊƴ ƭŜǎǎƻƴǎ ŜƎ ŘƻƴΩǘ ōǳƛƭŘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǎƻ 
ugly and difficult to use 

¶ Not in the slightest. We have areas of historical interest - Roman walls for example. This 
is an embarrassment. 

¶ I think Cumbernauld Town Centre is an embarrassment to North Lanarkshire Council & 
ƛǘΩǎ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎΦ  L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ǾŜǊȅ Ƴŀƴȅ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŎƻƳŜ ǘƻ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ 

to see this building 

¶ Agree but as per my last comment , but it can be honoured in other ways. Make a small 
replica for display. 

¶ I live in Cumbernauld it is a disfunctional embarrassment. 
¶ Having lived there, I can say it's of no historical interest to residents, people actively 

avoid it if possible. It's ugly and impractical and cumbernauld has other prettier 
historical locations like the Village. Please do not list this building. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ƻƭŘ ǘƘŀǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾŜŘΦ 

¶ Seriously it is bricks and water and everyone hates it 
¶ It was a good idea at beginning but more add on over the years didnt improve the look 

over the yrs 

¶ This was a new town model built on ideas rather than plans. 

¶ As a warning to never repeat this style of architecture again. 

¶ There are some interesting examples of architecture in Cumbernauld - some of the 
housing remains interesting and there is a richness of public art around the town which 
should be preserved. But the town centre is not one of these examples, as well as just 
not being welcoming or fit for purpose. Preserving it would detrimentally impact on the 
future development of the town centre and impact negatively on lives of residents of 
Cumbernauld as our needs will not be met if this structure stays and any new 
development has to work around it, leaving less room for new facilities and civic spaces. 

¶ The concept was good at the time but most people now think it should be demolished 
myself included 

¶ Similar answer to 7 above. To many different eras stuck together with no definition of a 
particular point in history. 

¶ It is a concrete monstrosity which should never have been built. 

¶ It's famous around the world for being an experiment, a brave attempt at doing 
something different. 

¶ It is not historic. Its 1980s. Bar and Croy hill are historic and you aren't protecting 
those..instead building more houses!! Get rid of the building. Please. 

¶ The reputation of the town centre is not positive. 

¶ Though it tells of a period in history this period is well documented and photographed so 
therefore I believe it is unnecessary to keep the building for this purpose. 

¶ It is laughable to think that people would flock to Cumbernauld to come visit the 
building as a historic site. 

¶ "It is a relatively new building when it comes to ""historical significance""  
It is primary function is to be a useful facility for the town. Not a piece of art to be 
looked at. 



 

It is not fit for purpose and is an embarrassing blot on the town of Cumbernauld. As an 
experiment it may have been worth while, but not all experiments are successful." 

¶ There is no reason this building should be saved. Only historic interest is the carbuncle 
ŀǿŀǊŘǎ ƛǘΩǎ ǊŜŎŜƛǾŜŘ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΦ 

¶ This is an urban project gone wrong 

¶ It looks dated, dirty, depressing and a perfect example of something that style forgot. 
¶ Please see above 

¶ This building is a failed experiment from a bygone era. It is a eye sore and falling into 
disrepair. The whole community would benefit from a significant redevelopment of the 
site. Everyone in the local area that has the displeasure of using the facilities there 
knows it is not fit for purpose. 

¶ Same as before 

¶ The new town concept is possibky the only reason this is of interest historically. But this 
ƳŜƎŀ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ǿƻǊƪŜŘΦ LǘΩǎ ƴŜǾŜǊ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ - ƛǘΩǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ōŜŜƴ ŘǊŀǳƎƘǘȅ ŀƴŘ ƭŜŀƪȅΦ 
Anyone who thinkǎ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ǳǎŜ ƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ƻǊ 
leisure. 

¶ It has badly deteriorated over the years 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ L ŜǾŜǊ ƘŜŀǊ ƻŦ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ǇǳōǎκŎƭǳōǎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ ŀōƻǳǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ улΩǎ 
флΩǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǿƻǊǘƘ ǎŀǾƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŦƻǊΣ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƳŜƳƻǊƛŜǎ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ 
move on, bulldoze and rebuild with something modern. 

¶ More Hysterical than Historical. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ƛǘΩǎ Ƨǳǎǘ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻ ŀƴŘ ŀ ǇǊƻǇŜǊ 
town centre built not the add on bits that have been happening for years 

¶ I don't understand why a building of such poor design and quality - by modern standards 
- has any historical significance having been built in the 60s. 

¶ The building is an embarrassment to the people of Cumbernauld and even people who 
have lived here for many many years would agree. 

¶ It stands as a bad example,  not one of merit. It represents everything that is wrong with 
human scale environmentally friendly sustainable living .  It conforms to  an ideology 
that is at odds with human wellbeing, namely that the car is king. 

¶ "Once again. Gregory's Girl aside it's a shopping centre with many a personal history 
attached but historical significance? 
Clutching at straws there. If the original plans or shelved expansion plans were carried 
out thenit would have held far more significance." 

¶ As said above, it has been well documented for future generations who can still learn 
about without having to see a physical structure. 

¶ L ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ŀōƻǳǘ ƛǘ ƻǊ ǿŀǎ ŜǾŜǊ ǘƻƭŘ ŀƴȅǘƘing about it until I moved here. 
¶ ¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǘ Ƴŀȅ ōŜ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŦƻǊ ƛǎ DǊŜƎƻǊȅΩǎ ƎƛǊƭΦ 

¶ There is no more special historic interest in the town centre then there is in 
Cumbernauld as a whole. For towns to thrive, placemakers need to do adapt their area 
plans to high the current and future needs of the town, not cling on to an deteriorating 
build from the 70s, which is failing to attract retailers and footfall. 

¶ Having worked in the Centre for seven years it was, even then (1970s), unworthy of 
retention.  The "Golden Eagle" hotel which was part of the whole structure either 

'collapsed' or had to be demolished - can't remember the details.  The penthouse level 
was/is ugly and the passageway back then (and maybe still?) was effectively a public 



 

toilet. To cope with the huge reinforced concrete structure there is an 'excessive' ratio 
of steel to aggregate.  So, any hairline cracks will allow in ingress of water, then rusting, 

and then weakness. 
¶ LǘΩǎ ǿƘŀǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ƛǎ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ōƛƎ ǳƎƭȅ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƻnly in the sense of showing how ugly the architecture of the the 
1960/70s  
Really was" 

¶ Cumbernauld is a great location, but has become the laughing stock of Scotland because 
or this carbuncle of a building. 

¶ It has some historic interest but this can be reflected in archive images, plans, film 
footage, local authority records and media reports should the building no longer 
physically be there. It does not have special historic interest as a physical building. 

¶ At how not to design any structure! Also it has become dilapidated over the years. It is 
ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƻŦǘŜƴ ǊŜŦŜǊǊŜŘ ǘƻ ŀǎ ǘƘŜ ΨǇƻǳƴŘ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩΦ 

¶ Gregory's Girl aside, it's of no historic interest 

¶ As above. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ΨǇƻǳƴŘ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩ ƴƻǘ ŀ ƭƻǘ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ǘƘŀǘΦ DŀƳōƭƛƴƎΣ ŘǊƛƴƪΣ ǾŀǇƛƴƎ ŀƭƭ ǊŜŀŘƛƭȅ 
available. 

¶ It needs to go 

¶ "It is an eye sore and an embarrassment. It is severely neglected, dirty, smelly and run 
down.   
Nothing historical about that.  
I do have fond memories but now when I see it, we have got to move on.   
As previously said if the big stick out bit that used to be flats could be saved. The rest of 
it should come down" 

¶ There is no historic interest if there was why was it not common knowledge before it 
was decided to remove it. 

¶ Its not special enough to preserve and list 
¶ As above 

¶ The Town Centre is an eye sore...a Carbuncle and is an embarrassment although NLC 
and others would like it to remain just to annoy the residents of Cumbernauld 

¶ Cumbernauld is part of a number of new towns, and the building itself doesn't need to 
be there for the creation  of these towns to be studied. 

¶ There is no special historic interest in my opinion. If the town centre had remained with 
its original buildings then possibly however it has been developed over the years with 
other buildings demolished e.g. the Golden Eagle hotel 

¶ Its an eyesore and I have memories in the old town center but it needs to go. 
¶ It needs to function properly as a town centre. It can't in its current form 

¶ New towns were undoubtably innovative in their time, but also, as records show, a 
failed and abandoned experiment. Let them rest in peace and be allowed to redevelop 
and grow anew. 

¶ I understand that it was an incredible structure when built. Other than that, it has no 
historic significance. 

¶ Again, historically the buildings significance is documented, it does not need to serve as 
a monument to its past status. 



 

¶ A historical record can be captured with photographs. The vast majority of residents like 
myself would like a much more practical and pleasant town centre to use. 

¶ The building is over 50 years old however that doesn't suggest that it is of historical 
interest. 

¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ƻƴƭȅ ƪƴƻǿƴ ƴƻǿ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƛƴƎ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ L ŎŀƴΩǘ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŜ ŀƴȅƻƴŜ Ǿƛǎƛǘǎ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ 
the architecture. We need more reasons for visitors to come in to Cumbernauld but at 
tƘŜ ƳƻƳŜƴǘ L ŎŀƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ǿƘȅ ŀƴȅƻƴŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ ŎƘƻƻǎŜ ǘƻ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ǳƴƭŜǎǎ ȅƻǳ ƭƛǾŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƻŎŀƭ 
area for convenience. 

¶ What's historic about a badly planned eyesore it's been rat infested since the CDC club 
and penthouse suites closed down so why now are they saying it's of historical interest. 
If it was why has it lain empty all these years? 

¶ Maybe when first constructed it represented a new town but decades on it's the shame 
of the town. 

¶ Lǘ ŘƻŜǎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦȅ ŀ ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴ ǘƛƳŜ ǇŜǊƛƻŘΣ ōǳǘ ŎŀƴΩǘ ōŜ ǎŀƛŘ ǘƻ ōŜ ǳǎŀōƭŜ ƛƴ ƛǘǎ ŎǳǊǊŜnt state 

¶ "It shows a past that never should have happened. 
It was built to stroke the ego of architects NOT for the public that are forced to use it." 

¶ DŀǿǇƛƴƎ ŀǘ ƳƛǎǘŀƪŜǎ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ ŜȄǇŜƴǎŜ ƻŦ ŎƛǘƛȊŜƴǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŜǉǳŀǘŜ ǘƻ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ 
interests 

¶ Other than winning worst town centre in Scotland what makes this building historically 
significant? It is outdated, under used, under utilized, and poorly designed. 

¶ "It is a relic of a past that deserves to be forgotten. 
It was designed to stroke an architect's ego , not to serve the needs of the local 
community" 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƳŜƎŀǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ Řƻ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΦ 

¶ IƛǎǘƻǊƛŎΚ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŘǳƳǇΦ LǘΩǎ ŦŀƭƭƛƴƎ ŀǇŀǊǘ ŀƴŘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ƪƴƻŎƪŜŘ Řƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ ǎǘŀǊǘŜŘ ŦǊƻƳ 
scratch. It is the laughing stock of Scotland, 

¶ A town built to move people from the slums, which is in danger of turning into a slum 
itself. If failed buildings where of historic interest why did they knock down the 
tenements and high rise blocks. And all the other redevloped city centres. 

¶ It is poorly built concrete monstrosity 

¶ It's an eyesore 

¶ Having been born and raised in Cumbernauld, I have never heard anyone say anything 
positive about the building. 

¶ Not all historic places are places that need to be kept, there is no benefit  to the local 
community to have this part of our towns history preserved however I would love to see 
the museum kept within any new developments 

¶ It's not historic but it's probably the only building that people think of when you mention 
cumbernauld and not for a goid reason. 

¶ It is one of five new towns of that generation. Therefore is not of special interest. It only 
represents a disappointment and embarrassment to the town. 

¶ I think the building has some history but it is not old enough to have significant history. 
 

¶ LΩƳ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŜǘΩǎ ǎǘŀǊǘ ŀƎŀƛƴ ŎŀƳǇ 
¶ L ŎŀƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ 

¶ I do agree there is historic interest and should be recorded. But not saved as I have said 
in my last answer much of what was remembered and liked is gone. The building was 



 

totally unique at the time and to an extent the same is true now. But now in a bad way. 
Think if a part of the new build mimicked the old building as a tribute would be good 

way to remember. Also there was some art installations in the think some were by Brian 
Miller too. If something like that could be redone I think that is better than watch the 
place crumble. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ƛƴ ōƻƻƪǎ ŀƴŘ ƧƻǳǊƴŀƭǎΦ Lǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ǊŜƳŀƛƴ ŦƻǊ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǘƻ ƭŜŀǊƴ 
of its history 

¶ None!!! 70s concrete. I grew up in another New Town-Irvine-so is the mall shopping area 
over the river Irvine also being considered? What about Livingston? This building is 
ŜǾŜǊȅǘƘƛƴƎ ǿǊƻƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ тлΩǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜΗΗΗ 

¶ People of town have put up with it for years we need something new and modern to 
bring community together 

¶ Nostalgia has its place, and it is not here. Yes, people will have fond memories of their 
time growing up in and around the town centre, but investment in the buildings over the 
years has been completely lacking and the current disrepair inside and out leaves only 
one scenario, and that is the building should be replaced in it's entirety. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ 

¶ Again, it is an eyesore of a building. 

¶ There is very little history as it has never been used to the full potential. The clock is 
about the only thing and that has already been removed. So no there is no special 
history 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΦ ²Ƙŀǘ ǊŜǾŜƴǳŜ ǿƛƭƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ōǊƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΦ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ ƭƻǘǎ 
of historic sites around the town of more relevance. Ie hadrians wall, etc 

¶ I agree that it is old and historic but needs to come into the future 
¶ Cumbernauld as a New Town was a socio-economic trial town, the town itself has been 

fairly successful in that it is a commuter town with great links to both Glasgow and 
Edinburgh. The idea of an indoor/shopping centre town centre, is fairly unique but that 

ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƳŜŀƴ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀ ǎǳŎŎŜǎǎŦǳƭ Ŝƴǘƛǘȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΦ ²Ŝ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ 
not be flogging a dead horse but instead allowing the residents to gain a functional, 
pleasing space they can be proud to call their town centre. 

¶ Time for something more relevant to be put in its place 

¶ There is nothing of merit, bar for the WiFi. 
¶ ²Ƙƛƭǎǘ ƛǘΩǎ ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ƛƴƴƻǾŀǘƛƻƴ ōŀŎƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ слΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ Ƙŀǎ ƳƻǾŜŘ ƻƴ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ building does 

not provide the same facilities now 

¶ As above 

¶ its not historic at all its covered in grafitti and full of pound shops and bookies 

¶ There is nothing in it to stir any interest in its history 

¶ Again, it's only significant as an example of something to never do again however it is 
unfair to make residents continue to live with that. 

¶ There were a number of post war 'New Towns' developed so Cumbernauld is not 
unique, nor is the brutalist architecture of its town centre. 

¶ I guess it tells a story and is iconic but should only be preserved in photos. 
¶ It only serves to show how NOT to design a town centre. 

¶ Its  been here a long time but people seem to love it or hate it. I have always thought it 
was ugly and out of place...I don't see this building being of any historic interest at all. 



 

¶ Have you actually seen it? You would have to be INSANE to even consider calling this a 
place of historic interest!  Try living with that overshadowing your life! 

¶ I think Cumbernauld in itself is of historic history and does not need this building to 
remind people of this. 

¶ Cumbernauld town is of no historical interest, our descendants won't think they've 
missed anything when they read about it. 

¶ It's a eye sore and poorly designed not suitable or fit for purpose. 

¶ It's been historically a joke since the early 80s. 
¶ Have you seen it? It needs pulling down ASAP. 

¶ The only historic interest that can be associated with Cumbernauld Town Centre is to 
look at 'how buildings should not be designed' and how a badly designed building can 
actually cause harm to a community. 

¶ It is the worst example of poor design and is impractical. There is absolutely nothing to 
merit any architectural interest at all. 

¶ No one that lives in Cumbernauld that I've spoken to see's it in a historical way. Most ppl 
like myself would like ot taken down and the whole area revamped. 

¶ It is an example of terrible architecture, town planning and economic development. The 
shopping centre has been almost completely desolate for the past 20 years - perhaps 
only saved by major Asda, Tesco and other retail stores. 

¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld all my life and feel no nostalgia other than, to remember 
how horrible and dated the inside and outside is and has always been even since I was a 
child. I now rarely go, only when I have to and would rather drive further for a more 

pleasurable experience. 
¶ aŀƴȅ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƎƻƴŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ ǘƻ ƪŜŜǇ ƛǘΦ 

¶ It is a failed experiment. This model of town centre has proved to be no good. There is 
no reason to preserve it. 

¶ Understand it was somewhat of an experiment in the 60s however it is now holding the 
town back. 

¶ I don't believe it is of much interest at all. We have photos and videos in archives that 
will help the memories of it stay in the minds of those who wish to see what it was. 

¶ Build a model! 
¶ This was not a good period of architecture and it has not aged well 

¶ Places such as Cumbernauld Village are historically important the town centre is not. 

¶ There is nothing historical about the town centre except the St Enoch clock which is not 
even a feature and is hidden away. Absolute waste. 

¶ "Cumbernauld town centre was built in a time when the need for new housing outside 
of Glasgow to cope with over-crowding, drove decision makers to look for other areas to 
develop. Against this backdrop, Cumbernauld was developed.  
The historic interest of the building is in its use over the years, most of which has been 
lost with the development decisions taken by the various owners. With the loss of 
aspects such as the apartment/penthouse living, the town hall closing, the adjoining 

hotel which was demolished, together with the various alterations and changes of use 
over the years, does not, in my opinion, grant the building any special historic interest." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴΦ bŜǿ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘǎ ƭƛǘǘƭŜ Ƙistory of significance 



 

¶ I know that history is a subjective thing and you could argue that a concrete maze is a 
'legacy' of the 1960s however I don't think the shopping centre has any merits of being 
of special historic interest other than how not to design a user friendly retail building. 

¶ As a megastructure and a New Town town centre it is of historic interest, to a minority 
of academics 

¶ Cumbernauld should have been developed around the village and Cumbernauld House.  
Real historic beauty that has been sold out from under the feet of Cumbernauld's 
residents. 

¶ The Town Centre, is actually a mash of buildings that are outdated, leaking and broken 
parts. I mean, just to get to the other side of the bus stop is a cross country trek and 
anybody who is not from Cumbernauld would not know how to get there. the bridge 
that connects the two has been closed for years, why? 

¶ Who would want to come and see this? Brings the town right down. Would rather drive 
past it and go to a modern shopping centre with free parking. Most of the building 

serves no purpose. Bus stops are a stinking mess. 
¶ Area needs redeveloped. Dated and an embarrassment, do not know any other town 

centre that looks like it is stuck in the past like Cumbernauld 

¶ Its an eyesore. 

¶ Can't see anyone wanting to visit this building as it does not seem to have any historical 
links or interesting features. 

¶ For the reasons above, it reflects a time period - however, this movement is widely 
recorded and photographed and the existing structure only partially represents this. 

¶ It's interesting only as a warning from history. It is irredeemable both aesthetically and 
functionally. 

¶ Appreciate people's attachment to the buildings but for the long term good and 
sustainability of the town, the whole space needs to be reinvented for wider community 
use and include plenty of amenities. 

¶ It has history but this should be documented and not used as an excuse to keep it, 
especially as it declines in use and structure. 

¶ It is a huge mashup of textured concrete, why would anyone consider it historic? 
Perhaps a historic mistake? 

¶ It's a failed project and current residents shouldn't have to put up with this any longer. 

¶ Do not know enough history to comment 

¶ I just don't feel there is anything significant about it any more. Any good feature is no 
longe there or hidden away. 

¶ Please be practical and realistic. This is a building in poor condition which nobody wishes 
to use. A shopping centre where retailers do not wish to trade. Where shoppers do not 
wish to shop. There is a chance for genuine town centre redevelopment to really 
support the town and community rather than to watch the gradual and entirely 
predicable decline and deterioration of a detested relic. There is nothing of historic 
interest and most is a metal shed. This consultation is a waste of public money and 
reflects a minority view which is contrary to the overwhelming view of those who live 
here. Let the local people decide and not a bunch of Edinburgh academics who do not 
have to live with the consequences of their decisions. 

¶ It is of zero historic interest to Scotland and the wider world, widely condemned as an 
eyesore, with it's few supporters consisting mainly of elitist academics. Many of whom 



 

live hundreds of miles away, have and will never see the building in person, and certainly 
don't have the displeasure of living under it's grim shadow. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ƴŜŜŘǎ ŀ άǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜέΦ IƻǿŜǾŜǊΣ ƛǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ 
needs to be part of that too. 

¶ It is not the best example that I am aware of of this style of architecture 

¶ Not many buildings of this type to see anywhere,so i understand interest in it 
.Unfortunately i am a resident not a visitor . 

¶ It has little to no history. 

¶ There is no historic interest. The area doesn't prosper because people come to look at 
this beautiful historic structure. Instead the area suffers from neglect as people actively 
avoid going anywhere near the building 

¶ Its a shopping centre that is contantly changing to adapt to the needs of the users 

¶ It was unsightly when first built and never popular. It contains shops, not history. Make 
new history by building an accessible, attractive, functional space for the residents of 
Cumbernauld. 

¶ Apart MAYBE for the high level flats, which appear unique and could possibly be 
retained in any future refurbishment or redevelopment, the remainder is of NO special 
value whatsoever. Concrete can be a problem and maybe even these costs may have too 
be checked out structurally to determine if they will stand the test of time. 

¶ Historically the town centre was an important part of the local populations social past. I 
imagine many a courting couple met at the old at Enoch clock etc. 

¶ It is of historical interest but that interest has been eroded bit by bit. The only bit left 
now that shows any reference to the original design is the penthouse structure. 

¶ The town centre is of its time but that doesn't make it special 

¶ The building does not generate tourism due to its architecture, keeping it continues to 
degrade the town. No-one outside cumbernauld visits the town centre for shopping, the 
residents of cumbernauld go outwith cumbernauld for shopping. There is no historic 
significance to the town cemtre 

¶ It hasn't been around very long, and nothing historic has happened there so don't see 
how it would be of special historic interest. 

¶ As a local resident none 

¶ It has no historic interest at all 
¶ LǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ƳƻǾŜ ƻƴ L ŀƳ ŦƻǊ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘƛƴƎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǾŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ŀƴŘ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ 

significance. This building is not pretty in the slightest and does not in anyway meet the 
needs of the community 

¶ Most of the historical bits of Cumbernauld town centre has been taken away from the 
statues to architecture. The building used to connect everything together from the asda 
that was up next where the clock used to be to the ramp that led down to the tryst, that 
has been demolished. There used to be a passageway under the through road between 
the bus stances that has been boarded up for years. 

¶ Lǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅΦ LǘΩǎ Ƨǳǎǘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛǾŜ ƻŦ Ƙƻǿ ƛǘ Ŏŀƴ Ǝƻ ǿǊƻƴƎΦ 

¶ There are plenty of properties that need the help of historic environment Scotland. 
Please don't waste your money on this. I pay my monthly subscription to your cause and 
think this is not the direction you should be heading. 

¶ Only the town Villagehas any historic significance. 



 

¶ It may be of interest, but that interest is not as important as peoples lives.  Surely the 
present day and peoples mental health, the reputation and stereotype of Cumbernauld 
is first and foremost? 

¶ As above 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƴƻ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǿƘŀǘǎƻŜǾŜǊΦ 

¶ It is absolutely terrible to look at. The building brings down Cumbernauld and is an 
embarrassment to the whole area. It needs knocked down so we can have a nice town 
centre that we can be proud of. 

¶ It does not function as a concept (lack of utilisation by public), nor retain any significant 
features (best efforts are made to hide/blend in the brutalist features that most find 
unsightly) that support the argument that it is a unique example of a single-structure 
town centre. 

¶ Its an old building which is always cold and dingy, badly needs revamping or knocked 
down 

¶ This can no way be classed as historic interest. Stirling and Edinburgh castle is historic 
interest not this hideous building. 

¶ "Again it's an eye sore and the older generation who see it as historical are once again 
pulling the social and economic ladder up behind them making it harder for the next 
generation. They remember the town centre at its peak and the "" new town"" however 
the reality of it now is far from that and in hears to come it will yet again be left to the 
younger generation, an eyesore with lack of facilities and again money will be spent out 
with the area of Cumbernauld. Think of how many houses are in Cumbernauld. How 

much families and money is in the area yet we all travel away from here, even away 
from Lanarkshire to Falkirk and Glasgow for recuational and shopping facilities.  
Keep money local. Give our children a reason to stay in Cumbernauld and invest here. I 

travel outside for things like swimming, ( Falkirk and Coatbridge ) cinema, walks, parks ( 
the helix, Strathclyde park) and shopping." 

¶ I took a Polish friend to the library on the third floor one day. She grew up in Poland 
under the communist regime and commented that this party of the town centre 
reminded her of communist era buildings of her childhood. This is not a good thing. It's 
depressing. It's even more depressing having to use the facilities on a daily basis. 

¶ As per my previous answer an often quoted explanation for the importance of history is 
to learn from mistakes. This monstrosity could certainly do this but via photographs and 

videos would be sufficient. 
¶ I think it would've been of historical interest but most of it is not the same as the design, 

it no longer works, how many people visit the area for historical reasons at the moment, 

it's not marketed as such so I don't expect there is enough evidence to back up that 
statement 

¶ It was built for the overspilll but was and never be iconic. 

¶ The design of the buildings is haphazard and ugly. The community would benefit from 
their being raized to the ground and a new facility being constructed, in modern design 
in keeping with a modern shopping facility 

¶ The only interest this building should be is as a cautionary tale of how not to do it. That 
can be easily achieved by records : photos, documents etc. retaining the physical 
building would be unnecessary. 



 

¶ "There are plenty of archive photographs and film documenting the Town Centre - it will 
not be lost and forgotten. 
It is not Edinburgh castle. 
It is not Glasgow cathedral. 
There are no shops that people want to shop at there anymore due to high rent costs 

and poor aesthetics." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀƴ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘ ŀƴŘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ ǾŜǊȅ ōŜƎƛƴƴƛƴƎΣ ǿŀǎ ǳƴǿŜƭŎƻƳƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ 
chaotic 

¶ ϦLǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΧ ƛǘΩǎ Ǝƻǘ ŀǎ much historical interest as the coupe down 
in Wardpark.  
tƭŜŀǎŜ ǇƭŜŀǎŜ ǇƭŜŀǎŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƭŜǘ ƻƴŜ ǇŜǊǎƻƴ Ǌǳƛƴ ŜǾŜǊȅƻƴŜ ŜƭǎŜΩǎ ŎƘŀƴŎŜ ǘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǘƻǿƴ 
centre we can be proud of and, more importantly, will be happy to use." 

¶ It can't be classed as a proper town centre because it is a rabbit Warren and locals 
deserve better. 

¶ "Looks dreadful 
Ugly building" 

¶ LΩŘ ƭƛƪŜ ǘƻ ƪƴƻǿ ŜȄŀŎǘƭȅ ǿƘŀǘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŀōƻǳǘ ƛǘ 
¶ It's a shopping mall with no historic association. 

¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭƭȅ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǘΩǎ ǿŜƭƭ ƴƻƴŜ the worst town centre and 
ǳƎƭȅ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǊŜōǳƛƭŘ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƛǘΩǎ ŀ Ŧŀǎǘ ƎǊƻǿƛƴƎ ǘƻǿƴ ǎƻ ƴŜŜŘǎ ŀ ǘƻǿƴ 
centre to be proud off 

¶ It has been ridiculed for years. It needs to be replaced. As mentioned any interest in it 
has been of negative context. 

¶ It's had its time. Send in the the demolition crews and create something modern and 
future proof. 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre would be a black mark against Scotland if it was to be 
regarded as historically of interest. The failed Socialist principles of post war Britain 
created these brutalist designed buildings and were not desirable at the time of building 
and are even less desirable now. These buildings unfortunately never came close to 
ticking any of the boxes the population of Scotland needed or wanted, these brutalist 
designed buildings are definitely not historically significant, the very reason the high rise 
flats in Cumbernauld have all been demolished. 

¶ Concrete jungle 

¶ It is an eyesore 
¶ We have been awarded one of the worst town centres. We are a massive community 

and deserve a decent shopping centre. 

¶ It might have some historic interest. But we could look at it as a picture in new museum. 
Take lots of pictures and pull it down!!! 

¶ It was historic but not in a good way. Demolish it and replace it with a more traditional 
style town centre. 

¶ Again, there is nothing historic about it, other than learning that there are certain 
structures that perhaps do stand the test of time and others that do not. Cumbernauld is 
renowned for the town centre but only in a negative way. It does not meet the needs of 
the population. From the outside the town centre is depressing and on the inside it is 

disjointed, dark with little natural light and does not have the types of shops that would 
attract customers or any desirable leisure facilities. 



 

¶ Nothing interesting about it. 
¶ There is nothing of any architectural significance or anything aesthetically pleasing about 

this building 

¶ Again, does the fact it was the first undercover shopping centre in Europe merit saving 
it? I don't think so - you can't keep the first 'everything' just because of that reason 
alone. The building is no longer fit for purpose and having had a shop there myself some 
years ago, I'm aware of various projects to try and improve it but many were abandoned 
because it was simply too expensive to renovate. The building is falling apart and if there 
aren't the funds to properly protect it, then you need to cut your losses and start again. 

¶ It was one of the new town developments, post-war to take Glasgow overspill. It saw 
lots of people enjoy a modern future. 

¶ As above 

¶ The building has some interesting history but this is not of national interest and can be 
preserved in much better ways than as a physical building, connecting the story of this 
building to the wider story of Cumbernauld. As a building, this history is not known so 
the building itself does not provide the context required to showcase this history. 

¶ I consider the building too new to be historic and with the lack of places/facilities such as 
pubs and restraunts there is nowhere that people have been able to create emotional 
attachment through memories except from possibly paps nightclub. There has also 

never been any events to make the town proud of what it is. 
¶ It is a total eyesore 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ōŀŘ ǇƭŀƴƴƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ƳƻǾŜ Ǉŀǎǘ ƛǘΩǎ ǇƻƻǊ ǊŜǇǳǘŀǘƛƻƴΦ 
Redeveloping the town centre is long overdue and would make a adobe difference to 
our town. 

¶ It's from a time in architecture that people want to forget. These buildings wee not 
suitable for Scotland's culture or climate 

¶ The building represents an architectural view that has not delivered what was intended. 
It represents outdated social engineering that has created a dismal and unpleasant 
urban environment. 

¶ The building should continue to be discussed as a 'historical thing' for future children 
growing up in the town and what it meant to the generation of the 70s..... 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀƴŘ ǊŜǘŀƛƴƛƴƎ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǇǊŀŎǘƛŎŀƭ 

¶ There are some aspects of the town centre that may be of historical interest, the clock,  
etc. However, it's his away out of sight is wasted. The structure of the centre with the 
porthole windows, I understand this is of architectural interest, from a historical interest 
point of view, some things belong in the past and don't need to be brought into the 

future vision of the town. Some areas of the centre feel unsafe. 
¶ As an experimental design, the town centre is of architectural interest but much of what 

was interesting and new in the materials used and in the layout has been destroyed over 

ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΩǎ ƭƛŦŜǘƛƳŜ όǎŜŜ Ƴȅ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ŎƻƳƳŜƴǘύΦ  ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŎƻƳŜ ŀ ǎƘŜƭƭ ǘƘŀǘ 
does not reflect any of the original aesthetics or functionality. I have outlined in a 
previous answer the failures of the building, add to that the destruction of much of what 

made the architecture interesting, there is no case for keeping the building as it is not 
wholly authentically  representative of the original experiment. Previous iterations of 
the building have been well documented and there is a role for HES in documenting 
what remains before demolition. 



 

¶ It's had its day and is no longer fit for purpose. By all means put some relics like the clock 
in a museum. 

¶ It marks a period in time when fast growth of an area was needed. There is nothing 
unique about that, there were at least 10 other towns being "made" at the same time. 
Yes the structure is unique but historical? No 

¶ The building does not work for the people 
¶ Lǘ ƛǎ ǳƴǳǎŀōƭŜ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƛǎΦ .ŜƛƴƎ ƻƭŘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƎƛǾŜ ƛǘ ŀ ŎǊŜŘƛōƭƛǘȅΦ 

¶ It ƳƛƎƘǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŀǇǇƭŀǳŘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ƛǘǎ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ǿƘŜƴ ōǳƛƭǘ ōǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ƭŀǎǘΦ LǘΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ 
interesting for how much folk laugh at how ugly it is. 

¶ It is a straight jacket preventing the town from growing 

¶ It is a concrete carbunkle 

¶ No historic interest as designed and maintained. 
¶ The current town centre is mocked by people all over Scotland.  The people of 

Cumbernauld deserve better. 

¶ Most of it lies empty and impossible to keep the rain out,it's not watertight. 

¶ Why would a 1960 structure be of any importance. 

¶ I know of nothing here of historical interest. 

¶ !ƎŀƛƴΣ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎ ƘŀǾŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ōǳǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ǎǘŀǘǳǎ 

¶ "Historical? 
Hysterical that anyone ever thought it was a good design" 

¶ It's old and was important when it was first built but now there is no historical interest. 

¶ From a historical point of view, there is adequate documentation and illustration. The 
only justification for maintenance of all ore some of the structure is to show how not to 
do it. 

¶ In the beginning it was in keeping with the new town, but for many years it has been in 
decline and so many changes have been made that the original concept was lost many 
years ago. The town needs a new centre on this site, not more alterations to a structure 

which has failed to meet the needs of the town. 

¶ None 
¶ It has won many awards for being ugly and disfunctional. 

¶ It is brutalist... For those of us who live in Cumbernauld, there is a sense that we are not 
good enough, or not worth investing in, when we are constantly faced with a grey, 
damp, incoherent town centre. 

¶ Whilst I accept the concept of the town centre "megastructure" is of historical interest 
the actuality contains so.many faults patially due to so many design faults and also 
having never been completed as originally intended mean its preservation would simply 

serve as a warning to others and remain as an eyesore  condemning the town to further 
opprobrium 

¶ I appreciate at the time it was built it was groundbreaking but it has not aged well. Nor 
has it proven to be adaptable to current needs. It makes no sense to keep something  
that is now not working for the community, just because it was unique 60 years ago. 

¶ Residents want good shops. Great eating places. No an eyesore of a building 
¶ It was an architects dream at the time. Clearly one with no idea of how the town would 

expand and the population increase so. IT IS NO LONGER FIT FOR PURPOSE AND 

SHOULD DEFINITELY GO! 



 

¶ Only to show how not to build a structure, and why a structure  should be maintained  
properly in order for it to be useful for its whole structural life. These things can easily  
be documented  and saved for future  the actual  building  does not need to be kept, 
costing  the local government  money  which could be better spent 

¶ "I have for much of my life (now 47) been an advocate for preserving brutalist 
architecture in Britain. I fought for Birmingham library to remain, I am originally from 
there and always felt the building had a truly great aesthetic and functional use, it 
always gave me a wow feeling to walk through it and use it. However it was eventually 
demolished and has been replaced with new and shiny building, which I quite like also. I 
first heard of the Cumbernauld megastructure in the 90s and was one of the reasons 

that I was excited about moving to scotland and working in Cumbernauld and also in the 
building itself as a retailer.  
I do believe that good architecture should be celebrated and and some preserved as a 
stamp in time to demonstrate changing ideas and ways of living. However after working 
in and using this structure everyday for a few years now I have come to realise that this 
structure does not work, its function as a community space DOES NOT work, in fact I 
would go as far to say it has no redeeming functional use, it is a building that when 
walked around leaves you with a feeling of unease, loneliness, its hard to see how it ever 
worked for the community, try and find the library without using a lift and you will see 
what I mean, it is empty and reminiscent of dangerous underpasses where no one wants 
to go. 
The only significant design element is the top level, which has lost its impact due to the 
add ons and adding over the years to the megastructure, this element is lost and was 
never the best example of brutalism any way. I believe that really the only demographic 
that this building has that would see it as special are local people who may have a 
nostalgic emotion for childhood experiences here, it doesn't in my view hold any 
significant architectural value nation wide that can't be preserved in photographs and in 
books of how not to design a community space. 
I do surprise my self with how I feel, but after being here for the last 5 years and have 
now understand that the people of Cumbernauld need more, they need a town that 
works for the community because at the moment Cumbernauld is a hangover of a once 

brave new world experiment of which I applaud but has ultimately failed, Cumbernauld 
needs deserves to be given a opportunity and not left resting in the grave yard of failed 
town planning. let it move on, developers and council planners did many years ago and 
now it is a Frankenstein of its original 50s utopia. lets put it out of it misery and try 
something new." 

¶ Again only as a salutary tale of what not to do. 
¶ There are far better, unaltered examples of mid-century brutalist architecture 

throughout the country that are still attractive and worthy of preservation. 

Cumbernauld Town Centre is not one of them. Only sad remnants of the original 
concept still remain and it is time for them to go and make way for something new and 
attractive that might actually be worthy of preservation by future generations. 

¶ I do not consider the megastructure to be of any historical interest at all, 

¶ It was the first indoor shopping centre. And like many firsts has been greatly improved in 
ƻǘƘŜǊ ǇƭŀŎŜǎΦ bƻǿŀŘŀȅǎ ƛǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ōǳǘ L Řƻ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ 
significance, which can be documented in books, films, via virtual reality. The idea was 
novel and should be celebrated but that does not mean the building should live on. 



 

¶ It's known as an embarrassing mess to peop 
¶ See above. Brutalist architecture is an eyesore combined with the years of neglect that 

have plagued Cumbernauld Town Centre 

¶ Not fit for purpose, needs updating for change in peoples work life balance. Not inspired 
to shop or dine there anymore 

¶ It is of some historic interest, but mostly to the architectural profession 
¶ "The only historical importance this site has is as an exercise in ""don't ever build an 

eyesore like this again!"" 

¶ The Town Centre has made Cumbernauld a laughing stock, all over the UK. It even won 
the Channel 4 TV show ""Demolition"" on a public vote! 

¶ We have the technology these days to capture plenty of details about the building for 
those who are deeply interested. The cause of preserving history should not come at the 
price of functionality and much-needed resources for an often-neglected town." 

¶ Only as an example of how not to design a building EVER!!! 

¶ There is no historic interest in the building who actually uses parts of it? 

¶ As above 

¶ The answer is simple, it is simply not of any historic interest other than the media 
coverage it got at the time of creation. 

¶ The history of Cumbernauld is in the people who live in it, not in a building which is 
highly deteriorating 

¶ The only historic significance is that it is one of the early New Towns. Cumbernauld has 
grown greatly since then and most people travel to other areas, unless for necessary 
shopping, for a better shopping  and cultural experience. 

¶ It's an architectural eyesore with no historical value and is fairly inaccessible and not fit 
for purpose 

¶ Nil. Not fit for purpose 
¶ No historical interest at all 

¶ It's an eyesore of a building and nothing significant has happened here 

¶ Nothing historic from it needs completely remodelled 
¶ None whatsoever to the majority of people who live in Cumbernauld and surrounding 

places and is of no use to anyone 

¶ Perhaps in the days of the initial build, however the town has grown so much in the 
decades since it is no longer fit for purpose, and is unsuitable for modern day living, and 
is quite frankly and eye sore. 

¶ As above 

¶ The Cumbernauld town centre is a disaster and in great need of being revamped. Have a 
look at Livingston and there is your starter. 

¶ "The building is an eye sore. The fact someone has applied for this to be a listed building 
dumbfounds me. I can only assume they have an agenda so that funds are redirected to 
somewhere which actually means something to them.  
Bring it down and start over. 

Cumbernauld has a growing and varied population which would support a fit for purpose 
town centre." 

¶ The only reason I could see it being of interest for is the number of charity and pound 
shops! 

 



 

¶ Place is a outdated eye sore with below average shops and is in serious need of updating 
¶ Maybe in the 70/80s but not in the 2000s 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ŘŀǘŜΣ ƛƴ ŘƛǎǊŜǇŀƛǊΣ ŎƻƭŘ ŀƴŘ ŘǊŀǳƎƘǘȅΦ Lǘ ōŜƭƻƴƎǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǇŀǎǘΦ 
¶ The Town Centre should be demolished. The people deserve better. 

¶ The images of how the town centre used to look can be kept for the archives. There is no 
historic value to how it looks in its current state. 

¶ there are other more worthy areas in cumbernauld i.e. the village etc. 

¶ The building is of no historic importance at all. 

¶ Cumbernauld is slowly starting to move with the times and the most notable thing 
holding it back is the town centre, this town should be aiming for future development 
rather than dwell in the past. 

¶ The building is falling apart. The only interest it brings at the moment is people mocking 
it and the rest of the town by association. 

¶ It had no historical features or anything of interest to look at 

¶ !ƎŀƛƴΣ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘƛǎ ǇŀǊǘƛŎǳƭŀǊ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ Ƙŀǎ ŀƴȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΦ Lǘ 
needs to be modernised. 

¶ it was ugly when built and has not gotten any better 

¶ People view it as an embarrassment, the centre is an example of what not to do. The 
people living here should have access to a proper town centre. 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ƛǘΩǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ǎǘŀǘŜŘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŀƭ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ ƛǎ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ 
current landlords are trying to block any development and have invested nothing in the 
centre for years. The only element of significance is the St Enoch clock which was placed 
in an are with initially limited access and is now not accessible at all 

¶ The only historic thing about this building is that something so ugly has been left 
standing for so long. 

¶ think it was unique to its time but not worth keeping now as doesn't work for these 
times 

¶ The majority of Cumbernauld hate the centre and would happily see it updated and 
changed. 

¶ Lots of new houses being built. Cumbernauld needs cinema, bowling, recreational, 
restaurants, bars, leisure facilities. Local people should not have yo travel for these 
purposes 

¶ None it was a town built back in the day to accommodate the overspill from Glasgow 

¶ Nothinh historic about it 
¶ Keep photographs of it to ensure that no-one else designs such an eyesore in future.  As 

for keeping it for history - whos going to pay for its upkeep.  If its no-one then that will 

cause it to fall into further disrepair and become unusable which is no use to anyone. 
¶ It is brick and water. Nothing special  and needs flattened 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀƴȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǊŜƭŀǘƛǾŜƭȅ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴΦ 

¶ It's 70 years old at most with very little accolades to its name other than for being ugly. 
¶ The brutalism of 1960s architecture should be buried in a pit where it belongs. It is little 

wonder that Cumbernauld could not tempt major retailers into this structure. 

¶ Nothing eventful happened in the building nor did anyone special ever visit. 

¶ It was the 70s. It was a 70s experiment. It failed. Time to move on. We covered the 
mines because people live here. Let's sort out the town centre, because people live 
here. 



 

¶ No community benefit to be of historic interest 
¶ "We've had many town centre experiments.  If it had been a runaway success I could 

understand it's ""special"" historical interest. 
However, this can be served as well by making a record of the building - even in 3D. 
But ""the needs of the many outway the needs of the few""" 

¶ Eyesore 
¶ Ϧ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ōȅ ŀƴȅ ƳŜŀƴǎΣ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǾƛŜǿ ƛǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǿŀȅΣ ŀǎƛŘŜ ŦǊƻƳ 
ƛǘ ōǳƛƭǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфслΩǎΦ  
Unless a building being old makes it significant, there is no reason to protect this facility 
other than sentimentality, none of the existing shops exist and the buildings interior has 
ŎƘŀƴƎŜŘ ǎƻ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛǾŜƭȅ ǎƛƴŎŜ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƻǇŜƴƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ L Řƻǳōǘ ƛǘΩǎ ǊŜŎƻƎƴƛǎŀōƭŜ ǘƻ ǘƘƻǎŜ ǿƘƻ 
ǿŜǊŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ŦƛǊǎǘ ƻǇŜƴŜŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŘƻƻǊǎΦϦ 

¶ One ugly building . 

¶ As above 

¶ I think the very opposite is the case the town centre in no way encourages visitors or 
indeed locals to enjoy the area 

¶ It was a new town development that failed the new town 

¶ "I genuinely don't know enough about the history but my feelings about the structure do 
not entice me to find out more. 
While I enjoy going round places of historic value I don't believe knowing the history 
here would change my feelings." 

¶ I believe that it is a social experiment that did not consider society. This is the essence of 
where it went so badly wrong! 

¶ it was built to Pacific to the time. we have learned a lot in architecture since this period. 
and we have had to change to much for the environment and for the community ( all 
inclusive - wheelchair pram access less able bodied access ) this building as it stands is 
very unfriendly to used bit fit for today's purpose 

¶ Please see my previous answer. We need a functional, useful building that will 
adequately serve the community.  Preserving a load of concrete has no merit. 

¶ !ǎ ŀōƻǾŜ Χ ƻŦ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ 

¶ I don't think it has any historic value it is a concrete jungle built in the 60s 

¶ The town has historic history in relation to Roman settlements and is a great town for 
motorway commute  to towns and cities. But it offers NOTHING for the residents of the 
town. We are the only town I know in North Lanarkshire  that does not even gave a 
Christmas  tree up in the town. It's has no soul. 

¶ "It may have been built as the centre of a new town, but that town has chnaged and 
expanded now and so must the building and if that means knocking it down to provide 
this, then I am happy for it to be done. 
I can understand why some people want it to stay but does it really look anything like it 
did when it was built? Too many other areas have been removed or altered." 

¶ There are few people left here who know anything about awards it won when first built. 
It is an out of date eyesore that is not fit for purpose. 

¶ Lǘ ǎ ŀ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅΦ IŀǘŜ ƘŀǾƛƴƎ ǘƻ ŀŎŎŜǎǎ ƛǘ ŀƴŘ ƻƴƭȅ ǳǎŜ ƛǘ ǿƘŜƴ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻƻΦ  LǘΩǎ ŀ 
ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ƧǳƴƎƭŜ Φ IŀǾŜ ƘŀǘŜŘ ƛǘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ōǳƛƭǘ Φ 5ƻƴΩǘ ƭƛǾŜ ƛn Cumbernauld but 5 miles 
away in Kilsyth so our main shopping centre but I would go anywhere before I go to 
Cumbernauld town centre as hate it so much . A real carbuncle. 



 

¶ The centre has won the award for the worst town centre on numerous occasions . If you 
ask the residents the people who actually use: shop there they hate it / are embarrassed 
ōȅ ƛǘ Σ ǿŜ ŀǊŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǇ ǘŜƴ Ƴƻǎǘ ƛƴƘŀōƛǘŜŘ ǇƭŀŎŜǎ ƛƴ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΦ [ŜǘΩǎ ƎƛǾŜ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ 
ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǇǊƻǳŘ ƻŦ Φ LǘΩǎ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴ  ƴƻǘ ŜǾŜǊȅǘƘƛƴƎ ǿƻǊƪŜŘ ŦƛǊǎǘ ǘƛƳŜ Σ embraced 
what is good but get rid of what does not work 60 years on , the world and the 

community have moved on 

¶ It is a prime example of dated architecture- send anyone interested to Glasgow 
university to have a look at their similarly horse sous maths building and give as a 
functioning town centre. 

¶ Consign it to the history books. There is nothing of historic interest that requires to be 
preserved. 

¶ This building has been slated for many years, people are embarrassed by it so I don't 
understand why anyone would want to keep it. 

¶ It people love it enough the can rebuild it somewhere faraway from Cumbernauld. 
¶ Its not maintained and no responsibility for it to be restored and then maintained. 

Nothing positive going for it its just concrete not suitable for people needs now. 
Shopping malls are obsolete now. The rate are too high as it is for shops if money is 
getting put back in to restore. Waste of time money not fit for purpose 

¶ Its history is over a very short period from the mid-1960s to the present day. Not really 
ǿƻǊǘƘȅ ƻŦ ƴƻǘŜ ƛƴ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǊƛŎƘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅΦ 

¶ There is no special interest in Cumbernauld Town Centre for me personally and many 
folk I know agree too. 

¶ The building has been described as ugly and designed for cars as below the building has 
car parks that ŀǊŜƴΩǘ ǎŀŦŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ōȅ ȅƻǳǊǎŜƭŦΦ .ȅ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƻƴƭȅ ǎŜǊǾŜ 
ŀǎ ŀ ǇƻƻǊ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀǎƴΩǘ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜŘ ǘƘǊƻǳƎƘ ǘƛƳŜΦ 

¶ There is no value in preserving a failed experiment. Any historical interest and lessons 
can be taken from the extensive documenting of the building throughout its life. 

¶ See previous answer. Most people who want to retain it do not ir never have lived in the 
town. 

¶ As I noted above eye sore built in the wrong place did someone get a backhander. 

¶ As above 
¶ See previous comment 

¶ I am aware of the arguments of historic interest, but as far as I understand the town 
centre was never even properly finished and it shows. People have come to see the 
town centre simply because it was voted the ugliest building in the UK which makes me 
feel ashamed to say I live in Cumbernauld. It should not be listed.  (Also, see above my 
answer to question 7.) There is so much rich history in the area, even the site of the old 
Cumbernauld Castle (which was one of the biggest castles in Scotland) and The village, 
both of which I personally find being of special historic interest. The town centre 

buildings have an interesting history, but not in a sense they should be preserved. 

¶ I feel that winning the carbuncle award of worst town due, mostly, to this building is not 
history that we want to celebrate. Other places have long gone from the centre - I don't 
need the building to remember them. The building, as it stands, is just a historical 
reminder that cumbernauld as a towm has been badly neglected over the years 

¶ Is it to be used as a lesson on how not to design a town centre? 



 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ƻƴƭȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀǎ ŀ ƭŜǎǎƻƴ  ǘƻ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘΩǎ ƴŜǾŜǊ ǘƻ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ 
another concrete monstrosity like it. 

¶ It is an eyesore 

¶ It is a collection of phases of building each different and thrown together to meet an 
evolving demographic. It is neither fit for purpose nor design. If someone was to design 
a town centre for cumbernauld it wouldn't be anywhere near thale brutalised 
monument that it currently is.  Asking us residents to continue with it to satisfy the 
wimsy of an architectural what not to do I think is wrong. 

¶ There may be some academic interest but certainly not of interest to residents of 
Cumbernauld 

¶ I can't see any historic interest in it. 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ eyesore 

¶ No historic interest, other than to serve as a hideous warning to town planners 
everywhere 

¶ The historical context is one of destroying communities and moving them out of the city 
into an alien environment with buildings that have no link to tradition, continuity or 
usual building materials. 

¶ "Cumbernauld as a new town is of interest.  
The town centre itself is of no consequence and indeed an example of flawed ideas that 
have hampered and held back the development of the town." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻre and laughing stock of western Scotland, demolish it and give us 
a functional town centre that people actually want to go to. 

¶ We have records to reflect on buildings of historic interest, where the buildings no 
longer meet the needs of the community. 

¶ Have heard many times of listed building but in all honesty it's past its best its falling 
apart 

¶ See above. It is an embarrassment. 

¶ It holds no interest for me, and I know of noone who does not share this opinion 

¶ As per previous comment. 
¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ŀƴȅƻƴŜ Ǿƛsiting Cumbernauld Town Centre for any historical reason now or in 
ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜΣ ŜȄŎŜǇǘ ǘƻ ǿƻƴŘŜǊ ƛƴ ŀǎǘƻƴƛǎƘƳŜƴǘ ǿƘȅ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǿŀǎƴΩǘ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ ƛŦ ƛǘ ƛǎ 
still standing in years to come. 

¶ The only historic interest is a mistake never to be repeated again. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴ ƻƴƭȅ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ рл ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻΦ LǘΩǎ ǇƻƻǊƭȅ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ƭƻǘǎ ƻŦ ǿŀǎǘŜŘ ǎǇŀŎŜ 

¶ No historic interest whatsoever the only historical thing is that Gregory's girl was filmed 
at the big clock which is now hidden away where members of public can no longer gain 
access too 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǘƻƻ ȅƻǳƴƎ 

¶ It is of no historic interest as it's a blight on the landscape 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ƻǊ ƛǘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅΦ Lǘ ǿŀǎ ƳŜǊŜƭȅ ŀƴ ǳƴǳǎǳŀƭ ǎƘŀǇŜ 
which was impractical and not fit for purpose 

¶ The structure has been thoroughly described and recorded. Prior to any demolition, any 
aspect which is believed to be unrecorded or unobserved could easily be documented. 
It's as historically significant as a collection of crumbling cinder blocks. 

¶ It is nothing short of a useless  outdated hotch potch eyesore now . 



 

¶ The planning design for the town centre and feeder districts like Seafar and Condorrat 
are ugly, grey, monotonous and dispiriting. Although there is a substantial amount of 
greenery around the town with mature trees. The design of the barren districts alienates 
people and the ugly concrete carbuncle of a town centre with woefully insufficient 
facilities for harnessing community spirit, gatherings, social enterprise, open concerts 

and public arts, whilst focussing overwhelmingly on retail and shopping within a highly 
unappealing, unattractive facade does the town absolutely no favours whatsoever. 
Growing up in the 70s/80s there, albeit under the oppression of Thatcher and 

conservatism, the town centre offered our only real sports and retail facilities and a 
cinema. But it always felt limited at best. It had one night club riddled with drunkenness 
and violence. The layout bred anti social behaviour and gang culture with too many 

hideaways and getaways that bred bad behaviour towards shopkeepers and bored 
youths. It needed far more vibrant, appealing, flexible, open spaces that truly inspired 
young and old, including music venues, studios, arts and crafts and si on. Whilst it's 
grown substantially since then with more retail outlets, it still feels like a soulless retail 
mall. And quite sad. I still feel depressed looking at it and walking through it. Coming 
towards it - especially down the central passageway to the bus stops -  almost feels like 
going to some dodgy factory or prison! 

¶ The history of this building is not a good one. Any parts of the building that people have 
good memories of have been ruined by the fact that many parts of the building have 
been out of use for many years and left to rot. 

¶ "I understand it is uƴƛǉǳŜ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ŀ ƘŀǇǇȅ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ƴƛŎŜ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŀǘ 
and is run down inside.  

¶ Not many people go. 

¶ it is so enclosed and really needs a revamp.  

¶ My view on a town centre is open space friendly looking buildings.  

¶ It would clear the sky line too if it was not so bulky , from the outside it looks like a big 
concrete block with containers attached." 

¶ I cannot see why this would have any historical value. We need a better central hub for 
the 21st century. 

¶ It is a poor design that takes up more space than it provides inside. The only interest 
people have ever had is to talk about it negatively in my experience. Even when I lived 
elsewhere I knew from people talking about it due to its ugliness. 

¶ It is off putting to visitors 
¶ There's nothing special about it,  it's a concrete monstrosity 

¶ It is only remembered for being terrible and an eye sore 

¶ The town has little historical value, therefore the building has even less.  Its and eye sore 
and I believe has been identified as a 'carbuncle' 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻŦ ƴƻ ƛƴǘerest! Tired. Dated and hideous! 

¶ Arguably because it was such an early example of a covered shopping area it will be of 
some historic interest. But, I think there are more appropriate ways to preserve that 
history, via photographs, plans etc. 

¶ It's outdated and falling apart 

¶ It has no special historical value what so ever 

¶ It's not historic,  it's an example of new town planning gone wrong 

¶ It is too new to be of historical interest 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŘƛǊǘȅ ƛƴǎƛŘŜ ŀƴŘ ƻǳǘ 
¶ It offers nothing to historical interest, a building that is in total disrepair bringing nothing 

to the community 

¶ It is an eyesore.  Demolition is the only answer 

¶ Iconic of planning mistakes 

¶ It is an eyesore I never understood why this building won any awards in the past. It has 
been bestowed with the carbuncle award. This I agree with. 

¶ Many say it was the first of its kind and an experiment in building a different kind of 
town centre - moving away from the high street approach - but I feel that these are 
people who have not had to live nearby and make use of the facilities. I feel it was very 

much a failed experiment. 

¶ For all the same reasons noted above. 
¶ The local community who live work and play near it, despise it. It is beyond redemption. 

¶ People avoid it and certainly do not come to see it or promote it as an asset. 
¶ Technically it is interesting, but only in the sense that historic war is interesting. It is 

interesting for a bad reason. 

¶ People today from other area's still laugh when they ask you where you are from and 
you tell them Cumbernauld. Cumbernauld has grown so much and there are beautiful 
walks, but if I need anything I go to Glasgow Fort  which in turn doesn't help the local 

retailers. 

¶ None, zero. 
¶ As above. Whatever 'vision' was involved in the planning of this was seriously flawed, 

and has not transferred well to current times. I grew up near to Cumbernauld and even 
as a child, had a visceral loathing of it. It filled me with dread then, and still does if I'm 

forced to go there. It always feels alien, random, jumbled somehow, and, despite the 
ugly presence of the centre, Cumbernauld has never felt to me as though it HAS a 
centre. Buildings shouldn't just be about architecture and form/function, the human, 

personal element is important. 
¶ "The project was a failure like the Red Road flats. It did not work for a Scottish 

community. Keep 1 big slab of concrete from phase 1 superstructure in a glass case in a 

museum for posterity - much like the Berlin Wall.  

¶ Architecturally it has no merit. Not brutalist enough to be visually interesting.  
¶ From an engineering POV it has leaked like a sieve for 35 years so a complete failure on 

that count also." 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘŜǊ ŀǎ ǎǳŎƘ ǊŜŀƭƭȅ ƘŀŘ ƛǘΩǎ ƘŜȅ Řŀȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мфулǎ ŀƴŘ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ƛƴ ŘŜǎŎŜƴǘ 
since then, there is little positive value. In todays audiovisual-tech world, the Town 
Centre could be appreciated (for those who feel it has worth) through a permanent 
exhibition of its lifetime, its role For the residents of the town, arquitects, town 
planners, testimonies, photographs etc. 

¶ Outdated ugly architecture. Expensive to maintain and difficult to access area of it. 
¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld my whole life and I can attest that 99% of people who live 
ǘƘŜǊŜ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ Ŧƛǘ ŦƻǊ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜΣ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ǿŀǊǊŜƴΣ 

and is detracting from what could be a vibrant centre if the whole structure was 
demolished. If it was compared to other new towns then Cumbernauld centre has been 
neglected and everyone is now chained to a listed building that nobody wants. 

 



 

¶ It was maybe a building of significance in its day but by today's standards it is just ugly 
and not usable for today's needs 

¶ It is a laughing stock! There are very few amenities left, does not and cannot attract 
investment or provide for its population for now and in the future. 

¶ It's just terrible. No one would ever want to remember it 

¶ At the time yes the design and the structure was different from most new towns but 
over the years it has become a eyesore its had its time I think . 

¶ an example of using concrete? surely there must be better examples of design using 
concrete? Not this! 

¶ It's a concrete  block,  it has no features  to make it something  that we should take into 
the future  with us 

¶ Badly designed and planned not fit for purpose.  Poor facilities , lighting and safety 
features limited access. 

¶ Other than being testament to when town planners couldn't care less, what other 
historic interest could there be? 

¶ It's a good example of brutalist architect and should be recorded in both digital format 
(CAD/BIM) and photographic format for future generations. 

¶ It's not fit for purpose, the people of Cumbernauld that can choose do so by shopping 
elsewhere, their money should stay in Cumbernauld and provide jobs for our local 
economy by having an appealing TC and sports centre/swimming pool. If travelling by 

bus navigating the TC is very poor especially if it involves carrying shopping - not at all 
handy!! 

¶ Similar reasons as above. 
¶ Cumbernauld is regularly ridiculed because of its 'town centre' buildings.  Surely its time 

to remove this blight from its future? 

¶ "Nobody locally wants to retain the town centre building, many of the centre units are 
empty or abandoned because of the poor layout and construction of the centre.  

It needs demolished and we need to start again." 
¶ See my previous answer 

¶ No longer- see comment above. 

¶ I believe the majority of people in Cumbernauld see it as a poor representation of our 
town 

¶ Pictures or models of the building would have more historical interest than the building 
itself. 

¶ It is historic for all the wrong reasons. Mainly as a eyesore. 

¶ The only thing historic about the building is the state of it. As said above, it is not for for 
purpose. Its a complete shambles of a town centre with nothing suitable for anyone. 
Even the Antonine Centre is a disaster. 

¶ Can be seen across Scotland and northern England,  a throwback to a time when good 
taste died. 

¶ Only to show what not to do when planning shopping facilities 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ ŎƭŀƛƳ ǘƻ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛǎ ǿƘȅ ŀƴȅ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘ ŀƴŘ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜǊ ǘƘƻǳƎƘǘ ƛǘ 
ǿŀǎ ŀƴ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŀŘŘƛǘƛƻƴ ǘƻ ŀ άƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴέ 

¶ It's only historical value is as a resource to show how things are badly constructed and 
maintained. 

¶ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ Ƴƻǎt hated building 



 

¶ It will be remembered as as a Carbunkle. Not the image Cumbernauld wants to be 
remembered for 

¶ While the original building may have been of some historic interest, many of the original 
features have been demolished and the centre no longer resembles the original build. 

¶ Part of history best forgotten.  Makes Cumbernauld a joke. 

¶ No value and the person/s promoting this should step forward to be named and shamed 
¶ Worst town centre I have seen. 

¶ It is neither attractive or eye-catching and is best viewed from behind when driving out 
of the town 

¶ See above 

¶ Not at all pleasant to be in. 

¶ For the same reasons as above. 

¶ History is of little interest to the citizens of Cumbernauld We need modern, effective 
facilities. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ƻƭŘ ŜƴƻǳƎƘ ŀƴŘ ƻƴƭȅ ǎŜǊǾŜǎ ŀ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ŀǎ ŀ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΦ ¢Ƙŀǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ōŜ 
considered as important enough to hold on to. 

¶ hƴƭȅ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ŦƻǊ ƭƛǎǘƛƴƎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǘƻ ǎƘƻǿ Ƙƻǿ ƛǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ōŜ ŘƻƴŜΦ 

¶ See above 

¶ As above 

¶ I was there when it was opened. Worked in it. Worked on it. Initially a wind tunnel with 
black rubber flooring that sucked any joy from a sunny day. Was never practical and 
always an embarrassing eyesore. 

¶ It has no real history 

¶ see answer above.  The centre is of special historic interest but has outlived its 
functional life and has to be replaced.  Details of the town centre should be captured 
digitally for archive purposes and the centre should be demolished, the site redesigned 
and facilities replaced. 

¶ I agree it is of interest, but feel that as a failed experiment it has little practical relevance 
unless someone has a proposal that will correct the failure and bring it into popular use, 
so that it become a magnet in central Scotland for commerce and culture. 

¶ Interest only for architects 

¶ It is ugly. 

¶ Too young to be of historic interest and not special enough to be preserving it for other 
generations 

¶ No historical history at all 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǿƘŀǘǎƻŜǾŜǊΦ 

¶ It has no architectural merit It is a failed concept 
¶ see above 

¶ The building holds no sore oak historical interest at all. 
¶ What historical importance?  Cumbernauld Town Centre is loathed by the people of 

Cumbernauld.  No one wants to visit it and if they do, it's frequently go to Tesco or use it 

as a shortcut to get to the housing estates on either side of it. 

¶ I get the idea of it being a pioneer back in the automobile days when the car was seen as 
the future of all transport. However while the car continues to be important, it is not as 
crucial as it was sought out to be. In that regard this building does not adequately serve 
its original purpose. 



 

¶ "This edifice is now 60 years old and has had its doofus glory and usefulness.  We have 
to move on and provide a more practical layout in the 21st. century. 
This town centre is not popular with residents as declining footfall testifies and what 
contrast in shopping experience between the old centre and the Antonine! 
[ŀǎǘƭȅΣ ǘƘŜ ƻƭŘ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΩǎ ŀǇǇŜŀǊŀƴŎŜ ƛǎ ŀƴŀŎƘǊƻƴƛǎǘƛŎ ƛƴ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǇǳƭƭŜŘ 

down!" 

¶ The building does have an interesting history as part of the wider history of urban 
planning in Scotland in the 1960's and 1970's. However, it is also an eyesore that is 
hampering Cumbernauld from progressing and improving. The residents should not be 
forced to endure a monument to failed architecture and urban planning purely for niche 

historical value - the quality of life for Cumbernauld's residents must take priority. 
¶ It is hardly old enough in my opinion to be described as significant. It needs to come 

down. 

¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƴȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ǘƻ Řƻ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΦ LǘΩǎ ǎƛƳǇƭȅ ŀƴ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ 

¶ The local community want better facilities. This building is of no benefit to them and it 
attracts no new business. 

¶ Every other new town has moved on Livingston, East Kilbride etc meanwhile 
Cumbernauld is visibly awful in comparisons, especially the town centre. 

¶ Just a concrete mess built in the wrong place. Now builders civil servants responsible 
looking for academic awards 

¶ It's not special, it should be consigned to history books and the town should be able to 
create a centre that serves the community. 

¶ Looks like every old piece of concrete nonsense that someone thought was avant garde 
in the 60s 

¶ It is a hideously ugly both inside and out.My ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴ ǿƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ōȅ ǿƘŀǘ ŀƴŘ ǿƘƻΩǎ 
criteria is it considered as being of special historical interest? A simple, straightforward, 
well advertised and easy to engage with survey should be carried out with every 

resident within Cumbernauld to access their view. This should be short and directly 
address the question if the building should be preserved or demolished. 

¶ "It's not. 
Cumbernauld and Livingston were both built as Glasgow overspill towns. Cumbernauld 
centre has struggled and Livingston has thrived. 
The only difference is Livingston's Almondvale has continually grown and evolved over 
the decades while Cumbernauld's Town centre has remained stuck in the 1960's. 
I LOVE architecture, but Cumbernauld town centre is abhorrent to look at!" 

¶ Historical buildings are a place of beauty not this eyesore 

¶ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ƘŀŘ ƛǘǎ ŘŀȅΦ LŦ ƛǘ ǿŜǊŜ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ŦŜŜƭ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ǿƻǳƭŘ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ 
residents. We need a proper bus station, accessible library etc 

¶ Appalling example of brutalist architecture 

¶ I don't think it's of any historical value..I get it was good at the time . But that was in the 
lat 60s into early 70s...we are in 2022 now and doesn't really serve much purpose other 
than offices which are mostly always empty and quiet . It's probably the only area of the 

town centre, which you enter, and don't see another soul. . Very quiet. Smells very 
damp. And as mentioned before pulls down the look of the new more improved parts of 
the building..no historical value..just a old beat up eye sore 

¶ See comments above. 



 

¶ It may have been of historic importance in the past, but quite frankly it is now an 
eyesore. 

¶ I cannot believe that anyone can think that the building is worth saving. The people of 
Cumbernauld deserve better facilities than this monstrosity can provide. 

¶ "It's a failure on every level, each floor fails, it's not adaptable, any use designed into it 
at the time of building is no longer relevant. The flats are empty, the two halves are on 
either side of an uncrossable chasym of dual carriageway, there's no way to see out of it. 
The library is buried at the top, it's frightening being marooned as the only person in 
sight in a deserted long corridor.  
The 'megastructure' is such a failure that another has never been attempted. It's a 
pointless waste, literally as in wasteland, of concrete. There is no visual satisfaction from 
the outside - the massing and giant stilts where visible are uniformly, universally ugly on 
every level. They create wind tunnels, darkness, forbidding no go areas. It's a structure 

for the use of architects as a teaching aid in what not to do, it has no other purpose, and 
is a burden financially upon the local area in terms of upkeep and maintenance." 

¶ Nothing historic that I feel is worthy of listing this building. 

¶ Why would any concrete monstrosity be of any historic interest 

¶ /ŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘ !ǿŀǊŘΧ ǿŀǎƴΩǘ ƛǘΗ 

¶ As above 

¶ There is no thing worthy of historic value in Cumbernauld town center 

¶ I don't believe it is at all, I think the most significant part of the town centre building is 
the clock from St Enochs - that's how significant the building is 

¶ While it has been a huge part of the Towns story and think the overall historical aspect is 
that the dilapidation of the building has damaged the heart of the Town 

¶ It is a grim reminder of a disaster in new town planning and is an embarrassment to 
residents, making the town a national joke 

¶ As above. Its design is outdated and its continued existence only serves to remind the 
residents of Cumbernauld that investment in the town has been severely lacking in 
recent decades. 

¶ Why would anyone think  that. Its an absolute concrete relic 

¶ As expressed above 

¶ Again, how can this eyesore, this monstrosity be considered of historic interest? It's a 
series of failures of architecture that we can certainly learn from not to repeat! 

¶ see above 
¶ As above really. It is a mess. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊŘ ǎǇŜŎƛŀƭ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƘŜǊŜ - every building carries some historical 
interest, they all tell a story, but the old town centre is best viewed as well meaning but 
naive, not special. 

¶ "None. A shopping centre is a building with a purpose- the state its been in for years it 
has not been fit for purpose. As a project it failed.  
There's a mountain of archive footage for anyone who wants to remember its place in 
history. People here just want a badly needed improvement in quality of life." 

¶ It's falling down 

¶ Past mistakes of planning for future times and needs when originally built will be seen 
by qualified observers. 



 

¶ Town Centre stood like a Beacon to the new Residents of the New Town and was a place 
to meet, shop and enjoy the leisure facilities 

¶ Lǘ ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ƭŀǎǘŜŘ ǘƘƛǎ ƭƻƴƎΦ tƭŜŀǎŜ ƎŜǘ ǊƛŘ ƻŦ ƛǘΦ 

¶ It has reputation of being a dump 

¶ See above 

¶ Lǘ ǿŀǎ ƻƴƭȅ ōǳƛƭǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ слǎΧΦǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ȊŜǊƻ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴǘ ŎǳƭǘǳǊŀƭ ƻǊ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƻ 
protect this eyesore. 

¶ I've spoken and listen to many of the residents of Cumbernauld and they all say the 
same thing its a carbuncle in the town and an eyesore 

¶ "I worked on various projects in Cumbernauld during the sixties including the recently 
demolished flats which nobody could afford to heat. The town centre falls into this 
category. 
The company I worked for had a unit in the town centre during the sixties I was well 
aware of the adverse opinion of the general public to the town centre. 
It was typical of a building designed to get an architect an award and not a building 
designed for the Cumbernauld community." 

¶ "It's an eyesore, badly designed, cold, lacks character, not easily accessed, unsafe to be 
alone at night. 

¶ Those that want it to be a heritage site, should be made to live in cumbernaul" 

¶ Again my answer is the same as the previous question. Historical information is at hand, 
and I see no reason in holding on to this building in particular for any historical value. 

¶ Having stayed in Cumbernauld since 1964  and grew up with the town centre it look 
nothing like it did back in the 60s, 70s and has been an eye sore to Cumbernauld. 

¶ IƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƛǘΩǎ ōŜŜƴ ƎƛǾŜƴ ǘƘŜ ƘƻƴƻǳǊ ƻŦ ōŜƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊǎǘ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ǘƻǿƴΣ ƴƻǘ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƻ 
celebrate. Locals had had to put up with this hideous structure for 60 years enough is 
enough! 

¶ Limited and specialist interest 

¶ There is nothing of historical interest in my opinion! We cant compare Cumbernauld 
Town Centre to the likes of other Scottish historical sites, i.e. Edinburgh or Stirling 
Castles 

¶ ²ŜΩǾŜ ŀƭƭ ǎŜŜƴ ƛǘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƭƭ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ ƘƛǎǘƻǊical interest. Now please get rid of it. 

¶ "I think 1963 is still in the modern era photographs and models will ensure that the 
centre can remain for the historians . 
This is a towering structure which impacts peoples daily lives and not a small object . It 
must not be allowed to impede on a regeneration that is desperately needed" 

¶ The historical importance is the total Cumbernauld concept . 

¶ There are other examples of this building available. This should functional as a benefit to 
the community, not to some architectural society 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΤ ƭŜŀƪǎΤ ŘŜǇǊŜǎǎƛƴƎΤ ƻǳǘŘŀǘŜŘ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎΤ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǇƭŀŎŜ ȅƻǳ ŦŜŜƭ ǎŀŦŜ ƛƴ ŜǘŎΦ   
The only historic interest is making sure architects do not build something similar in the 
future. After all ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎκǇƭŀƴƴŜǊ ŜǘŎ ōǳƛƭŘ ǘƘŜǎŜ ǘƘƛƴƎǎ ōǳǘ ƳŀƪŜ ŘŀƳƴ ǎǳǊŜ ǘƘŜȅ ŘƻƴΩǘ 
live/work/use them. 

¶ I fail to understand why this building would be of interest historically, its served its 
purpose a long time ago. 



 

¶ It was a new town built in the 60's, so what?? High rise flats were built and modern 
thinking meant most were demolished. The town centre should be demolished to make 
way for something contemporary and aesthetic. 

¶ Listen to the residents who want it demolished not the outsiders who will never even 
visit it ! 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŎƻƳƳƻƴ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ōŀŘ ŦŜŜƭƛƴƎǎ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ ǿƻǊƭŘ ǾƛŜǿ 
¶ Nothing from that era is of historical interest to anyone 

¶ Comments as above 
¶ Not as if its Edinburgh castle 

¶ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘΩǎ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ ǇǊƻǾƛŘŜ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ǿƻǊƪǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘƭȅ 
living in Cumbernauld than looking to the past. 

¶ It's not particularly special meaning it should remain; other historical records of it would 
suffice. 

¶ The people of Cumbernauld deserve better 
¶ It was one of the first indoor centres, and was a good centre in the late 70s when I first 

moved to Cumbernauld. Now it needs a total refurbish 

¶ Sooner it is scrapped the better 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǘƘŜ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ǿŀǎ ōǳƛƭǘ 
¶ It is of its time and was absolutely designed and built to suit the time and purpose. 

However it hasn't maintained its purpose,  its not cared for properly  and the people 
who live in the town  need facilities  to be appropriate  to present day requirements. 

¶ Same reasons as above really. 

¶ It is only of special historic interest to a very small group of people and not to those who 
use the facilities or work in the building. 

¶ No historical interest because it is a place of such negativity.  A maze to get around - 
new people don't have a clue how to navigate it.  It just shows what a mess 1960s 
architecture is. 

¶ What history? There are far more significant buildings with greater historic interest 
which have no listed building status. 

¶ There are plenty of examples of the ugly architecture of the times in all of the new 
towns. The town centre is possibly the worst possible example and is a historic 
embarrassment. Nothing to be proud of. 

¶ Many town centres and new towns of that era were constructed of concrete. The reason 
most are no longer with us is that they are failed experiments, superceded by better 
designs and better materials. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ƛŦ ŀƴȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ǳƎƭȅ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ нлǘƘ /ŜƴǘǳǊȅ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ 
architecture at its worst. For many people, that may be a good argument for it to be 
ƪŜǇǘΣ ōǳǘ L ǎǳǎǇŜŎǘ ǘƘŜƛǊ ƘƻƳŜǎ ǿƻƴΩǘ ōŜ ƻǾŜǊƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ ƛǘΦ 

¶ It was a futuristic design which paved the way for all the other covered town/shopping 
centres. 

¶ It serves no purpose  and isn't maintained 

¶ Only historic due to how unsightly it is 
¶ It's kind of iconic for being so ugly and it would be good to show generations to come 

how dismal it is, but it needs to change with the times. 

¶ Historical interest for whom?  Bet they don't live here or shop here. A historical blunder 
that we can rid of! 



 

¶ The building is not fit for purpose and is unloved by local residents who would rather the 
space be used for a building that would suit the needs of the community 

¶ It doesn't function as building of historic interest at the moment and wouldn't in the 
future. No architectural tours are conducted there. I believe if it continues to exist in the 
condition it is in, businesses will not invest in the town centre and it will continue to 
disintegrate before our eyes. 

¶ Cumbernauld was a new town and the centre was designed for a population about one 
tenth of current population 

¶ As above 
¶ It is unnecessary for the existing architecture to remain, however any new build could 
ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǊŜŦŜǊŜƴŎŜ ǘƻ ƛǘΩǎ ǇŀǎǘΦ 

¶ ƛ ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ōǳȅ ŀ ōǳǎ ǘƛŎƪŜǘ ǘƻ Ǝƻ Ǿƛǎƛǘ ƛǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀǊŜ Ƴŀƴȅ ōŜŀǳǘƛŦǳƭ ǇƭŀŎŜǎ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ 
interest , this is not one of them 

¶ Its past its usage as a functioning town centre. Eyesore 

¶ "It was the first built attept to create a ""megastructure"" incorporating many functions 
in one structure. As such, it demonstrated the shortcomings and muddled thinking 
behind the concept - principally the lack of flexibility for future changes in social and 
commercial activity. The town centre was tightly shaped round the then existing 
functions with very little capacity to respond to changes. 
A more ""neutral"" (in design terms) building would have been able to respond better to 
the inevitable changes. As designed the Centre got it's expressive architectural forms by 
tightly wrappng its form around its functions,  which  inevitably changed over time. 

One early change was  the ""right to buy"" legislation which led to the Develoment 
Corporation evacuating the spectacular flats which surmounted the whole structure as 
they could not guarantee the continuation of the high costs of access and maintenance." 

¶ Only known as a carbuncle out with Cumbernauld. 

¶ There is nothing historic about it its only 60 odd years old 

¶ Have lived here since 1964 when there was no town centre. It was exciting when it 
opened but even then looked ugly from the outside. Over the years it has deteriorated 
and is now an eyesore and I avoid shopping there if at all possible, have no interest in it 
being retained. 

¶ There are thousands of photos of the cumbernauld town centre building that could be 
put on show to the public if anyone wants a historical record kept. 

¶ Plenty of more interesting historical things are remembered in from photographs. 
There's nothing historical about Cumbernauld town centre that needs to be kept 

¶ It's a concrete eyesore 

¶ "I came to live in Kilsyth in1988, I have always found the building to be a blight on 
Cumbernauld. The outside of the buildings are pretty shapeless and in my opinion ugly. I 
can understand why we list building that have added to our history and culture but I 

think that should we start to list such ugly and unappealing buildings such as these we 
will be driving away tourists not attracting them. The inside of the buildings is not much 
better with levels and sub levels which was at least as far as I was concerned very 

difficult to find your way about 
I think that you will have ascertained by now that I would be against such a listing.I" 

¶ It would be embarrassing to say it is of architectural interest. 
¶ As previous 



 

¶ To be an historic town, you need buildings and facilities to be of local and national 
interest. This building and the Town Centre does not make this criteria. 

¶ It is not a pretty building, it is not a building that should be seen as of special historic 
interest unless it is to show how not to do it. 

¶ !ōǎƻƭǳǘŜƭȅ ƴƻ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǿƘŀǘǎƻŜǾŜǊΦ /ŀƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ƻǊ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ 
flocking to Cumbernauld to look aǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅΦ Lǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǇǇŜƴ ƴƻǿ ŀƴŘ ƴŜǾŜǊ 
will. Cumbernauld people leave in their droves every weekend to do their shopping 
elsewhere. 

¶ "There are many lovely places of historic interest in the area such as the Roman Fort.  A 
dilapidated place that serves no purpose is not of interest and looks dreadful.   The 
people of Cumbernauld have spoken.  It should be our decision.    
Why not have a vote?   It is 99.9% certain the residents of the town will vote to 
demolish." 

¶ The construction of the town centre was never completed and bits of it have been 
modified , so it has never existed the way the designers planned. It is a poor example of 
brutalist design even if you think brutalist design is worth preserving 

¶ It is the very worst of its kind. 
¶ There is nothing historic about it. The Rose that was erected when Princess Margaret 

visited is no longer prominent and has been allowed to decay like most of the Town 

Centre 
¶ "It is of special interest as a New Town, but none of it needs to stay to show others as an 

example.  

The mistakes of the past will help with planning the future.  
All the plans on paper will still exist and can be used as a learning tool in making 
Cumbernauld Town Centre somewhere safe to be in, when it finally gets demolished and 

redone in a sensible, manner." 

¶ It is poorly designed, poorly maintained and exceptionally ugly. 

¶ It is an ugly building that felt unsafe at night and gave the people of Cumbernauld no 
pride ever 

¶ It seems to me those who hold it as a special historic interest do not live there. It has 
served its purpose and now its time for change. 

¶ I can't see what possible historic interest there could be. That ship has sailed given the 
length of time the building has been left in its current state. 

¶ It is of historic interest in the "How not to build a town centre" category 
¶ It's not even the same as when it was built 

¶ The centre is a very dull place to be and has no historical whatsoever 

¶ As above 

¶ See above 

¶ The town centre was one of its kind when it was built. The town has grown considerably 
in the last few years and the town centre is no longer useful. 

¶ People need hope, light, accessibility and opportunity. 

¶ Again served its purpose however it is an eye sore 

¶ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŜȄŀƳǇƭŜ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘΩǎ ŜȄǇŜǊƛƳŜƴǘƛƴƎ ƻƴ ŀ ƎǊŀƴŘ ǎŎŀƭŜΦ ¢ƘŜ ǳǎŜ ƻŦ ŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ 
throughout the construction appeared to be an obsession but they also wished to use 
ǿƻƻŘ ǘƻ ΨƎƛǾŜ ǎƻƳŜ ǘŜȄǘǳǊŜΩΦ ¢ƘŜ ŘǊŀǿƛƴƎ ōƻŀǊŘ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŦŀƛƭŜŘ ƻƴ Ƴŀƴȅ ƭŜǾŜƭǎ ǘƻ offer a 



 

hub to the community and thus should be considered a failure of town planning. It is 
ǳƴŘƻǳōǘŜŘƭȅ ŘŜǎŜǊǾƛƴƎ ƻŦ ƛǘǎ ŘŜǎŎǊƛǇǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ŀ ΨŎƻƴŎǊŜǘŜ ŎŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜΩ 

¶ Photos and design details should be preserved for study but the buildings have no real 
use are are not suitable for current needs 

¶ Monstrously dated and unsuitable for purpose. 

¶ Wǳǎǘ ŘƻƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ƛǘ ŀǎ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΣ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ 
¶ See my answer to Question 7 

¶ The Town Centre is a NEW TOWN.  It has no HISTORIC INTEREST 
¶ It's not as some would say the first covered shopping centre in the UK, sheltered arcades 

existed at least as far back as the Victorian era. But it might have a claim as the first 

multi-purpose, multi-level centre, in that it had designated spaces for retail, leisure, 
office and residential use, as well as parking, even if not all those intended purposes 
came to fruition. 

¶ No thought was put into the old building 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ƛŎƻƴƛŎ ŀƴŘ ƛŦ ƛǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜΣ ōǳǘ ǇǊŜǎŜǊǾƛƴƎ ƛǘ ŀǘ ǘƘŜ Ŏƻǎǘ ƻŦ ƻōǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƴƎ ǘƘŜ 
creation of a new Town centre more suited to a town of this size with appropriate 
services and facilities would be a big mistake. 

¶ As noted above, there is very little left of the original building and all of the original 
historic  elements of the design aesthetic have been removed in the decades since 1980. 
All that remains is the brutalist concrete structure but even that is undermined by the 
ǎǳōǎŜǉǳŜƴǘ ǳƴŀǘǘǊŀŎǘƛǾŜ ǎǘȅƭŜǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǇƘŀǎŜǎ ƻŦ ΨŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘΩ ǘƘŀǘ ǿŜǊŜ ōƻƭǘŜŘ ƻƴ ƻǾŜǊ 
subsequent decades. None of these bolt ons have improved the integrity, amenity or 
visual appeal of this centre as they have merely created a hotch potch of buildings in all 
different architectural style that are incoherent and visually they are all seen as ugly by 
the local population. So the buildings have been so bastardised over decades of ill 
conceived and poorly executed architecture that there is nothing historically coherent 
about the current town centre that could be deemed distinctive of any historical period. 

Nor is there any chance of funding any improvement to such a historical hotch potch. 
¶ As above. 

¶ Fail to see historic value - unless as a lesson in how not to do it in the future. Should we 
not be thinking of an inclusive, sustainable and inviting community resource that 
supports local economies and brings in people from other areas? 

¶ Asking that question, you obviously don't live around it or need to use it. 

¶ As detailed above , it is a useless mess , neither use nor ornament . A part of history 
where cheap nasty pre-fab constructions were the answer to housing/catering to 
Glasgow overspill, Best consigned to a book of photographs, that no one will buy. 

¶ It is a building very much of its time and like it or not. It is the recent historical centre of 
the town 

¶ This design has never been replicated 

¶ As above 

¶ As at 7. 

¶ "It was at its time the first all in one shopping, town hall, and other amenities in one 
building. Was designed as an ideal and indeed did function as described. Just because 
shopping and entertainment has cƘŀƴƎŜŘ ƛǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ƴƻǘΦ [ŜǘΩǎ 
save and repurpose the building.  



 

{ƘƻǳƭŘ ǿŜ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘ 9ŘƛƴōǳǊƎƘ ŎŀǎǘƭŜΣ ǿŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƴŜŜŘ ŦƻǊǘƛŦƛŎŀǘƛƻƴǎ ŀƴȅƳƻǊŜ ŜƛǘƘŜǊΣ ƴƻ 
ŎŀǳǎŜ ƛǘΩǎ ƻǳǊ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜΦϦ 

¶ "I have answered party in the previous question.  
It is a unique structure that makes an impact on the landscape.  
When built, it had a multifunctional use with penthouse apartment, recreation facilities 

and a hotel.  
It is probably a unique development and part of the history of the development of new 
towns in Scotland." 

¶ Cumbernauld New town is an important history in the growth and development of 
Scotland and, in the history of scotland and Glasgow slum clearances. Cumbernauld 

town centre is a significant cultural and historical interest of town planning at the time. 
¶ Brutalist architecture is part of the fabric of the Town. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ƘŀǾŜ ƭƛǾŜŘ ƘŜǊŜ ŦƻǊ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜǊŜ ƭƛǾŜǎ 

¶ "The clearance of Glasgow slums and dispersal the city's 'excess' population to the New 
Towns such as Cumbernauld was I would imagine on of the largest Planning decisions 
taken in Scotland in the 20th century. 
To achieve this, Cumbernauld embarked on a scheme for the town center like no other 
and this building is the heart of it" 

¶ Its the meeting place of families all over Scotland starting new better lives in the New 
Town from the 60' / 70's 

¶ It is a brutslist mega structure with many outstanding features 

¶ As above. Unique although not always loved. The historic interest in 20th century 
megaform construction is worthy of preservation & recording. Whilst we might not 
choose this as the form of today. Without the past we lack the knowledge for the future. 

¶ last of near original town centers 

¶ The Town Centre was the heart of the plan for the new town that was developed around 
it. It was a vision of how life should be and is an intrinsic part of the history of 

cumbernauld. 

¶ It's brutalistic design has a place in the history of 'new towns' as seen in the 20th century 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǿƛǘƘ ǎƘƻǇǎ ǿŜ ƴŜŜŘ ǘƻ ƎŜǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ŦǳǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŎŀǘŜǊ ǘƻ current needs 

¶ As above. It might has been at one point but due to the numerous alterations, 
demolitions and extensions it no longer is 

¶ Lǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ƛǎƴΩǘΦ Lǘ ƛǎ ŀ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŀ ǘŜǊǊƛōƭŜ ƻƴŜ ŀǘ ǘƘŀǘΦ Lǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ƘŀǾŜ ƎƻƻŘ ǎƘƻǇǎ 
but the building itself is horrendous to look at, why would businesses want to be there? 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ŀǘ ŀƭƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭƭȅ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ .ŀǊōƛŎŀƴΗ 
¶ It isn't old enough to be of historic interest. 

¶ The building has been around for barely 60 years and shows nothing of importance. 
¶ It might be the first undercover mall in the country but it is a disgrace. 

¶ See above. 
¶ It was an ambitious project for the time, is an excellent example of brutalist / modernist 

architecture and for those reasons I believe it should be preserved in some way which 

may not need to be physical.  a VR simulation of the centre, high resolution photographs 
and 3d scanning would likely be sufficient 

¶ This is a throwback to the 60s, no amount of investment could ever make it an attractive 
or functional building. 

¶ Just as above. It is only significant in its concept, not in its physical appearance. 



 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀǎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŀǎ ŀ ǊƻǘǘŜƴ ŎƻǾŜǊ ōŀƴŘΦ 
¶ It's a old shopping centre that needs knocked down and rebuilt 

¶ As before its detrimental to the area 
¶ As above. Its horrendous and holds no value. 

¶ "There is nothing of an attractive nature to bring people to look at Cumbernauld town 
centre  
It could be logged digitally as it was built differently and unusually." 

¶ it is old, buildings get knocked down and rebuilt all the time, its time cumbernauld got a 
fresh modern town centre. 

¶ Not beautiful or old enough  to list 

¶ Lǘ Ƨǳǎǘ ƛǎƴΩǘΣ Ƙƻǿ Ŏŀƴ ƛǘ ōŜΚ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ōǳƛƭǘ рл ȅŜŀǊǎ ŀƎƻΦΦƘŀǊŘƭȅ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ 
special happened with it. 

¶ "Same reasons as above  
Historical need can be met with photographs" 

¶ I cannot imagine non residents wishing to pay a visit to the Centre 

¶ It's a mess. 

¶ Only if you want to go down in the history books of how to design a town centre that 
lacks a sense of security, pleasant surroundings and lacks having any pride in design or 
community spirit. This centre sucks the life out of the community 

¶ "It's time to bring Cumbernauld Town centre into the 21st century, yes the building was 
great in its time but that was back in the 60s 
It's now 2022 it just sits there unused when we could actually have a fully functioning 
centre" 

¶ Nothing of historical significance ever happened in Cumbernauld Town Centre. 

¶ Cumbernauld is a new town, its history is based on what was there before and should be 
defined by this building 

¶ The building is an eyesore full stop. 

¶ The reviews overs the years would suggest that it holds very little historic interest, just a 
building to be scorned and bring humiliation to Cumbernauld. 

¶ ϦLǘΩǎ ǳƴǊŜŀƭƛǎǘƛŎ ǘƻ ŜȄǇŜŎǘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǎŀŘŘƭŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ ŀ deteriorating structure that has 
very limited interest when the town is in desperate need of regeneration. 
I expect many old buildings that have been demolished in Scottish towns and cities were 
of more historical interest." 

¶ None whatsoever ever. No idea why anyone their right mind would want to get it made 
a listed building 

¶ It may have been the first purpose built building of its kind but  it was never of any 
historical standing. 

¶ The Town centre is run down, horrendous array of shops and is in dire need of an 
upgrade. 

¶ See previous comment 

¶ The town is not a historical monument, it is an evolving population centre that should be 
able to adapt to the modern world. It should have a fit for purpose focal point for its 
many residents that is safe, environmentally friendly  and inspires. The current structure 
ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ƴƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŀǘΦ 

¶ What historical moments have occurred at the Cumbernauld Town Centre? I have lived 
ƘŜǊŜ ǎƛƴŎŜ мфст ŀƴŘ ŎŀƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƻŦ ƻƴŜΗ 



 

¶ This building is a blight on the advancement of the town & has historically failed in form 
& function to deliver. 

¶ "Again, the entire town centre is not appropriate for a town the size of Cumbernauld. 
The town has grown massively since its original conception and construction and as 
residents, we deserve so much better.  
LΩƳ ǎǳǊŜ ǇƘƻǘƻƎǊŀǇƘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǿƛƭƭ ōŜ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƘŀƴ ŜƴƻǳƎƘ ǘƻ ΨǊŜƳƛƴŘΩ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ 
Ƙƻǿ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ όŀǎ ƛŦ ǿŜ ƴŜŜŘŜŘ ǊŜƳƛƴŘŜŘΗύ LǘΩǎ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƻ ƳƻǾŜ ƻƴ ŀƴŘ ŎǊŜŀǘŜ ŀ ƳƻŘŜǊƴΣ 
thriving town centre, that the people of Cumbernauld deserve." 

¶ It may be of some historic interest I suppose. 
¶ "Only as an example of poor design, poor construction and a complete disregard for the 

population who are required to access services it contains. 
It cannot be considered in isolation from its surrounding social and economic  
environment on which it has a entirely negative impact." 

¶ Not at all, not designed well and infrastructure is poor and not fit for current lifestyles 
¶ Built on the back of someone's ego not for the communities benefit. 

¶ Historic importance is usually tied with people's value of that item. Everyone I am aware 
of despises that building. It was a failed building which must be replaced by something 
functional for both the elder and youthful population. 

¶ I have lived in Cumbernauld for over 60 years; it was uniques at what it tried to do , but 
that was in the 1960's and people's needs have moved on 

¶ It  is historical for all the wrong reasons, it looks like a cement factory from the outside. 
¶ The rest of this side of the town has enough of the original ideals preserved as to give a 

flavour of the new town 

¶ Eye sore 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻŦ ŀ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ŜǊŀ ōǳǘ ƴƻǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴ Ƴȅ ǾƛŜǿΦ LǘΩǎ ƴƻǘ ǊŜǇǊŜǎŜƴǘŀǘƛƻƴŀƭ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ 
events and should not be listed - unlike other buildings that mean something to the 
wider local area. 

¶ It may have been designed by someone and been something many years ago but really it 
is dated and not fit for purpose. It rains more inside the centre than it does outside. 

¶ An important example of planned new towns in the mid 20th century. Once again, the 
poor repair of the buildings along with adaptations and modifications have removed the 
historical aspect, rendering the building less than a shell of its original. 

¶ There has been  loads of structure built previously,  few as hideous and  useless as this , 

¶ Again I feel it has no historical value or interest. 
¶ Lǘ ƛǎƴΩǘ ŜǾŜƴ ŀ ƴƛŎŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ 

¶ Document it, digitise it, pull it down and replace with something modern and practical 

¶ Even when I lived there I stopped shopping there 

¶ I think it is a blight on the landscape and long overdue for demolition; to be replaced by 
something more in keeping with modern day Scotland. A building which uses sustainable 
materials, and is more environmentally friendly, for example employing green roofs, 
modern heating and ventilation systems and fits into the built environment in which it 

sits. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ǘƻǘŀƭ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŀ ŘǊŀƛƴ ƻƴ ƭƻŎŀƭ ǊŜǎƻǳǊŎŜǎΦ LǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘŀƪŜ ŀƴȅ 
friends or family there. 

¶ There are better areas in Cumbernauld for historic interest. Furthermore, the blueprints 
of the building still exist -historians can look at those if they wish. 



 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ƳƻŘŜǊƴƛǎǘ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ǿƘŀǘ L ǿƻǳƭŘ ŎƻƴǎƛŘŜǊ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭΣ ƎƛǾŜƴ ƛǘΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ ŀǊƻǳƴŘ 
60 years old 

¶ The building is not of any interest historically 

¶ Once it is listed it will be extremely difficult to change it, will be more expensive to 
maintain. 

¶ Ϧ¢ƘŜǊŜ ǿŜǊŜ ƳƛǎǘŀƪŜǎ ƳŀŘŜ ǿƛǘƘ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴǎ ƛƴ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘ Χ ǘƘƛǎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǿŀǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ 
mistakes. You sometimes have to go backward before you go forward again. 
I surveyed the various buildings whicƘ ŎƻƴǎǘƛǘǳǘŜ ǘƘŜ ǎƻǳǘƘŜǊƴ ΨƘŀƭŦΩ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ 
ƛƴ ǘƘŜ мффлΩǎΦ Lǘ Ƙŀǎ Ƴŀƴȅ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ŘŜŦŜŎǘǎΦϦ 

¶ Yes it forms part of the history of Cumbernauld. However it can be remembered through 
photographs ect. It now does not serve Cumbernauld 

¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜΩǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ǿithin the walls of the building to explain nor explore just why the town 
centre would ever be considered a special historic interest. 

¶ it is definitely not of historical value 

¶ !ǎ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎƭȅ ǎǘŀǘŜŘΣ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀƭǘŜǊŜŘ ǎƻ ƳǳŎƘ ǎƛƴŎŜ ƛǘΩǎ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ōuild that 
the historical interest elements are no longer relevant. 

¶ By all means keep details, photos, blue prints etc so it can be recorded 
¶ The only example the town centre can be is an example of how NOT to build a town 

centre. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ Ƙƛǎǘƻrically in so far as anyone who has heard of it, seen it or used it, 
ƛƴǾŀǊƛŀōƭȅ ŘŜǎŎǊƛōŜǎ ƛǘ ŀǎ ǳƎƭȅΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǇŜǊǇŜǘǳŀƭƭȅ ƛƴǾƛǘŜǎ ǊƛŘƛŎǳƭŜΦ 

¶ Cumbernauld was not the first new town in the UK. It wasn't even the first, or indeed 
second new town in Scotland. It has been an absolute failure. It has water streaming 
through the roof in many of the areas. It's cold, it's run down, it would cost an absolutely 
embarrassing amount of money to get it back to any kind of semi respectable state. The 
structure isn't sound.  It's got a major road running through the middle of it!!! You need 
a pair of hiking boots, a compass and a good support bra to get from one end to the 
other. Due to the state of it hardly anyone uses it. Cumbernauld is one of the larger 
towns with a population which could support a thriving shopping area but the majority 
just refuse to go anywhere near it. 
See above 

¶ None. It is an eyesore 

¶ {ŀƳŜ ŀǎ ŀōƻǾŜΦ !ǇŀǊǘ ŦǊƻƳ ǘƘŜ {ǘ 9ƴƻŎƘΩǎ ŎƭƻŎƪ ƛǘ ƘƻƭŘǎ ƴƻ ǎŜƴǘƛƳŜƴǘ ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƻŦ 
Cumbernauld. 

¶ Other than being, as famously quoted, a carbuncle, it is not a testament to the lack of 
investment needed in a town the size of Cumbernald. 

¶ L ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƘŀƛƭŜŘ ŀǎ ŦǳǘǳǊƛǎǘƛŎ ǿƘŜƴ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ōǳƛƭǘΣ ƴƻǿ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƴ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ 

¶ Cumbernauld has many historical things to see. The building itself absolutely not. 

¶ Take photos and ensure that any new structure has a feature showing the history of the 
old structure.. For me, that would suffice. 

¶ Cumbernauld House was (is) of special historic interest but was sold off nevertheless .  
The Town Centre is only of interest in those who admire brutalist architecture. 

¶ Only historic interest to the people who designed/ grew up with the building. 

¶ ϦIŀǾƛƴƎ ǿƻƴ ǾŀǊƛƻǳǎ ΨŀǿŀǊŘǎΩ ŦƻǊ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ŀǿŦǳƭ ǎŜǘ ǳǇΣ ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ƴƻ 
historical significance.  



 

Why would we want to plant something in history with such negative connotations to 
the detriment of the residents of cumbernauld." 

¶ It is a testament to to terrible buildings 

¶ I appreciate it won awards in its day but its outdated and old now.  Its time to revamp 
our wonderful town. 

¶ It's a dive. 
¶ None - bulldoze and do properly with real architects this time 

¶ Remember this area has been rewarded The Pluke on the Plinth award on several 
occasions and with good reason. Therefore why would the town want to be associated 
with this monstrosity. 

¶ It is only of interest as an example of a past failure. The memory can be preserved 
without making the people of Cumbernauld suffer more by its retention. 

¶ As for Q7. Photographs would be enough of a record. 

¶ I strongly disagree that Cumbernauld town centre is of any special architectural interest. 
I have grown up in Cumbernauld and the town centre is an eyesore. It is embarrassing 
and brings absolutely no value/service to the community or its residents. The current 
Cumbernauld town centre should be demolished and a more modern/convenient design 
should be built in its place that benefits the residents of Cumbernauld and brings more 
shops/services that benefit the local economy. A large proportion of the Cumbernauld 
town centre is currently inhabitable and brands/shops do not want to be associated with 
it, this is of massive detriment to the Cumbernauld residents and local economy. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜ ƛǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘ 

¶ It is a shithole needs blow up 
¶ Its not its an abomination there is a reason Cumbernauld continually wins worst place in 

Scotland. Mainly the town centre 

¶ "As above ..its only value is 
how not to build ..its monstourous" 

¶ I don't recall ever taking my children to see the history of a new town. 
¶ "Cumbernauld has a long history but that of the New Town is only 75 years. The 

megastructure of the town centre was of interest when it was constructed but not now. 

Methods of construction have changed.  There will be significant material relating to the 
structure in archives. Historical interest within the population is poor in regard to this 
structure as it is non-functional. 

People living in Cumbernauld feel it is a worthless eyesore." 

¶ its had its time and needs to goIt was unique when it was built but 
¶ The town centre has been getting laughed at from regions in Scotland for years, 

including north Lanarkshire. It is a joke and for as long as it remains the joke will last. 

¶ The public walkways are badly lit and the flooring is slippery in bad weather. The 
escalators are frequently breaking down. 

¶ It is of no historic interest 
¶ L ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƻƴƭȅ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƴǘŜȄǘ ƻŦ ƛǘ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀ ΨbŜǿ ¢ƻǿƴΩΦ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘ 

reflects the history or culture of the area. 

¶ No, the history of the development of Cumbernauld is well documented and thus the 
physical place itself is of no particular historic interest. 

¶ It needs to be pulled down, obviously the people wanting this don't live in Cumbernauld 

¶ One example of many across Scotland 



 

¶ It's was a total failure from the start?it doesn't and will never work It's a right eye sore 
always has been i am 46 years old 

¶ I think the development of Cumbernauld town centre is of historic interest and should 
be recorded and documented - with photographic records and aspects such as murals 
within the centre preserved within a museum / cultural centre. 

¶ It is a town centre and should be for the use and benefit of the community not a 
monument to failed 1960s architecture 

¶ It demonstrates what was thought at the time to be the way forward for new town 
centres 

¶ See above 

¶ "Its a new town! It can't possibly have special historic interest. 
There were no battles won here, no massacres, no enthrownments or any other kind of 
special event. It's only famous for being ugly and useless!" 

¶ The original structure has already been altered and does not have many interesting 
useful venues. The library is not easily accessible. The towns civic offices are outside the 
megastructure. Few of the original shops exist and of those who do 2 have moved out to 

the Antonine  Centre. 

¶ Time to move on & consign the megastructure to the architect's textbooks as an 
example of failed design. 

¶ No history at all. I belive it was designed bu morons 

¶ It was built as part of a new town and parts of it have lay empty as an expensive mistake 
for decades. I honestly think I would struggle to find a single resident who thinks it holds 
any historical value 

¶ Their is no significant historical value in and aroumd the town centre. 

¶ It maybe of interest but not in any special way, maybe more a curiosity, and of its time. 
¶ See my previous comments...any "special historic interest" would only be relevant to the 

ridicule and inadequacies that the structure has invited over many years. Such interest 

would be best consigned to historic photographic records than being retained as a 
material blight on the Cumbernauld landscape. 

¶ 'Special historic example' of '60s ugliness. 

¶ Nobody ever stops to take photos of this site. It is just a purely functional building. 

¶ "At the time it was built as a hub but now there is nothing in it for children to go and do 
It no longer has the same historical pull as all the facilities are gone" 

¶ Place is a dump 
¶ It has some interest as a curiousity, a sort of moral example of how NOT to build a town 

centre, in the same way that many other buildings of that era do, but mainly exists as an 

object of pity and derision. 

¶ A repulsive monument to the negligence of town planners and subsequent local council 
authority oversite. Poverty on a plinth 

¶ No more so than any other part of the area 

¶ Try liǾƛƴƎ ƘŜǊŜ ƳƛƎƘǘ ōŜ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ǘƻ ǎƻƳŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ōǳǘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜƳ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƭƛǾŜ ƘŜǊŜ 

¶ it's of deep architectural significance but nothing that occurred post WW2 will ever be 
deemed "historical". Nothing manufactured with concrete can have the legacy of the 
stoneage no matter how much time passes because the advance of money and 
technology and modern building practices is necessarily ephemeral. 

 



 

¶ I cant think of anything historical except maybe the concrete design at the time which is 
now an eyesore. 

¶ The building is known as a concrete jungle.  What is of historic interest is the people of 
cumbernauld and the community, that makes cumbernauld 

¶ There is nothing remotely endearing or of any historical value. 

¶ It was of it's time.Lots of lessons can be learned. How things worked and how they don't 
now in the current   climate. 

¶ "It is awful and does not give the residents a facility they can use and is not a community 
hub. 
I resent non residents and users of the centre coming in and trying to prevent the 
ŎƘŀƴƎŜǎ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ǿƛƭƭ ƳƻǾŜ ƻƴǘƻ ŀƴƻǘƘŜǊ ǇǊƻƧŜŎǘ ƻŦ άǎŀǾƛƴƎέ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ŀƴŘ ƴƻǘ ōŜ ƭŜŦǘ 
with the day to day reality." 

¶ It isnt 

¶ There is much more to Cumbernauld than the Centre 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜ Ƙŀǎ ƎƻƴŜ ŀǎ ƛǘǎ ǳǎŜ ǿŀǎ ǊŜŘǳŎŜŘΦ Lǘ ōŜŎŀƳŜ ǘhen almost a figure of fun 
and mockery. 

¶ Other than being a laughing stock of town centres it has no historical interest other than 
as an example of poor architectural design of the past 

¶ Why would you preserve something looking like this? There are so many more beautiful 
buildings out there 

¶ There is no historic interest in this eyesore 

¶ As above, only of interest in the sense of being a cautionary tale of good intentions 
going badly wrong. 

¶ I kind of get the architectural reasons,but it is no longer fit for purpose! 

¶ The concept of the Town Centre had some merits but unfortunately the reality has 
proved unsuccessful. If it has any historic interest it can only be to demonstrate that we 
should learn from past mistakes. 

¶ "Some may place significance on the building, personally I do not. Practically it is a 
painful shopping experience so I tend to avoid it except for the two superstores. But for 
clothing, gift or home needs shopping I go elsewhere.  
I only go to places with adequate parking and easily flow." 

¶ "Whilst acknowledging our today will be future generations history I find it difficult to 
see how this serves no purpose other than a warning to future designers and planners. 
Our capabilities to record information and digital imagery are enough to record any sort 
of social history that people deem important." 

¶ See above comments 

¶ It's absolutely hideous, and is of no historical interest whatsoever 

¶ As before the site is a shadow of the original buildings and is not historical as this is an 
example of what not to do, as the building has already had sections removed the 
historical element has already been breached and should not be classified as a historical 
building. 

¶ There is no special historic interest in a building of the age and very poor architecture 

¶ I cannot see how this building would be considered a building of historical interest. A 
castle, yes. This monstrosity, no. 



 

¶ As above. This is our Town Centre. Its not a castle or historic structure of interest. Yes it 
won accolades in its day but its day was yesterday, not today!! We need a functional, fit 
for purpose town centre for todays communuty needs. 

¶ It's constantly voted for as a the poorest shopping centre. It's not fit for purpose 
¶ Who is interested in it's history. 

¶ It is an example of 60s architecture and was a radical change from the traditional town 
centre. 

¶ So very dated and not fit for purpose just blow the thing up 
¶ Not a relatively old building 

¶ Pictures can retain any historical interest Its a laughing stock 

¶ 1960d brutality architecture experiment that didn't work. 

¶ It was a fad if the sixties to have so much cement but since the early days we have 
another 3 equally ugly but different add-ƻƴǎ ƻŦ ŜȄǘŜƴǎƛƻƴǎΧΧ!b5ΧΦΦ ƴƻǘ ŀ ǇŀǘŎƘ ƻŦ 
green to be found other than on the periphery. 

¶ Just keep the clock from GregoǊȅΩǎ ƎƛǊƭ ŀƴŘ ǘŜŀǊ Řƻǿƴ ǘƘŜ ǊŜǎǘ 

¶ Its only interests as a town centre is its complete failure to achieve its primary objective 
- to create a thriving town centre. 

¶ No great history attached to it. Other than a monument of how not to do it 
¶ Cumbernauld is a new town, not many historic interesting features here at all. 

¶ There is no major historical influence bar the fact it was built as part of the new town 
scheme 

¶ It is a hideous building and holds no historic interest 
¶ It's just plain ugly & not fit for purpose. It's doesn't attract people, not a destination of 

choice 

¶ !ǎ ŀōƻǾŜ Σ ƛǘ ŘƛŘƴΩǘ ǿƛƴ  ǘƘŜ ǘƛǘƭŜ ƻŦ ¢ƘŜ /ŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ Iƛƭƭ ŦƻǊ ƴƻ ƎƻƻŘ ǊŜŀǎƻƴ Φ 

¶ See above. There has hardly ever been a generous comment about the place from 
citizens and professionals alike 

¶ It's an eyesore and a poor excuse for a town centre very poorly maintained 
¶ As above, it represents the unrealised majority of its type. 

¶ As per previous comment 

¶ Again, same reason as above.  Whilst I would like to see the history preserved in some 
fashion, e.g. by retaining various historic artefacts, using similar design features and 
some elements of the original structure, the town badly needs a focal point, a high 
street or a town square.  That would be difficult to achieve by retaining the existing 
buildings. 

¶ It was well laid out with decent ammenities. The site also tried to attract well known 
businesses to help expand the growth of Cumbernauld. 

¶ "It is iconic and a treasure of it's time. 
It was unique. Unusual brutalised style giving it an edgy exciting feel when you navigated 
it. 
Passage of time has changed others' views of it, but I believe it still, as an external 
structure, holds strong and true to its iconic history and deserves to be still recognised 
as worthy of careful refurbishment. 
There is still NO other similar structure.... 

The 1960's character deserves to be reinstated with a sympathetic retro-fit."  
 



 

¶ The next generation should not have to live/work or shop in this building 
¶ What is of special historic interest? It's only even known for how ugly and horrible it is. 

¶ Its had its day and people have been and gone. Its time for change 
¶ See above. 

¶ It would be good to have a full photographic suite of how it looked over the years 
preserved even on public display or a nod to it in any development but the structure 
itself is a laughing stock and hated by the people who actually live here and use it. 

¶ The building has no historical significance to the area. 

¶ As above and cannot imagine why anyone would want to visit it for historic interest. 
¶ I think times are changing and cumbernauld needs to change with the times for future 

generations and residents 

¶ No historic interest 

¶ It isn't of any historic interest apart from to learn from the awful design of it and not 
repeat mistakes! 

¶ Historic? It has served its value. There is no 'historic value' to this building. 

¶ Although one of the first indoor shopping malls there's nothing particularly special about 
the centre...perhaps can be used as an example of what not to do. 

¶ It is fundamentally a concrete box that is falling down. The roof leaks everywhere. Very 
few if any inner original features. 

¶ See above 
¶ Im not sure what would qualify it as special historic interest as it certainly stands as an 

example of the architecture of the time its just not a time that people look back on 
fondly as the architecture of the time is broadly very ugly and oppressive. It may have 
some significant historic value but I'm not sure that's a good thing in this case. 

¶ No 

¶ ϦL ŎŀƴΩǘ ōŜƭƛŜǾŜ ǘƘƛǎ ƛǎ ŀƴ ŀŎǘǳŀƭ ǉǳŜǎǘƛƻƴΦ  L ǎǳǇǇƻǎŜ ǿƘŀǘ ȅƻǳ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ Řo is walk through 
ƛǘ ŀƴŘ ȅƻǳΩƭƭ ǎŜŜ ŦƻǊ ȅƻǳǊǎŜƭŦ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘ ƛǎ ƛƴŘŜŜŘ ŀƴ ŀōǎƻƭǳǘŜ ǘƛǇ ŀƴŘ ŀ ƘŀǾŜƴ ŦƻǊ the shite of 

society.   
If you replaced it with a brothel, house prices in the local area would still go up." 

¶ As above 

¶ 5ŜŦƛƴƛǘŜƭȅ ƴƻǘ ŀ ΨƎƻ ǘƻΩ ŘŜǎǘƛƴŀǘƛƻƴΦ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƭƛǎǘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ǎŀǾƛƴƎ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ǿƻǳƭŘ 
ƘŜƭǇ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΦ  !ƴŘ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ƪƴƻǿ ƛŦ ŀƴȅƻƴŜ ǿƘƻ ǿŀƴǘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǊŜƳƛƴŘŜŘ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŀǎ ŀ 
poorly designed and ugly building. 

¶ It's a 60s eyesore that needs to be fully replaced with facilities and amenities that are 
appropriate for the town's needs. 

¶ Every other new town has moved with the times and upgraded their centres.  Ours has 
been stuck in the 80s with only the Antonine centre being added and the old centre 
never changing. 

¶ Status as new town build and innovative for time 
¶ "There's a reason why it's won Carbuncles. 

It's made Cumbernauld a laughing stock and long held it back." 

¶ Having a place in history does not mean it should be kept. High rise flats have historical 
ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜȅΩǊŜ ƴƻǘ ǎŀŦŜ ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇŀct the mental and physical well-being of 
residents much like the town centre. 

¶ Cumbernauld town centre is not an area people travel to visit, there is no aspect of the 
town centre that I feel draws people in. 



 

¶ "Whilst it may have been revolutionary in its time, it wholly inadequate as a facility for 
public use, it has been a blight on the landscape of the town and has had a negative 
effect on the Confidence of the town for to the past 30 years  
In reality it was never completed to a fully usable state and has been in decline since 
opening  

Cumbernauld if a modern forward looking town and deserves a hub to promote that 
growth, not a reminder of mistakes made." 

¶ Something of historical interest should be something that is attractive and which has 
been of service to the town. This is not the case with the town centre. 

¶ The Town Centre is not the best example of history in Cumbernauld and frankly is an 
embarrassment. 

¶ Apart from its value as a curiosity and an annual 'plook on the plinth' news story what 
does it really bring to its community. 

¶ I understand that some people see it as of interest, especially if they have an interest in 
architecture.  However, most people do not have this interest and do not wish this 
structure to represent their town. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀ ƧƻƪŜΦ  IŀǘŜŘ ƛǘ ŀǎ ŀ ŎƘƛƭŘ ϧ ǎǘƛƭƭ Řƻ ŀǎ ŀƴ ŀŘǳƭǘΦ 
¶ It has merit and is historical as I mentioned above - however to survive it needs to offer 

something to the Town - and currently it is not an assist to the Town 

¶ I do not fell that it holds any historic significance. It may garner some affection from 
residents who have lived in the town for a long time but I do not believe that this 
ǎǘǊŜǘŎƘŜǎ ǘƻ ΨƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŎŀƴŎŜΩΦ 

¶ The history of CumbernaulŘΣ LǘΩǎ ǿŜƭƭ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ŀƭǊŜŀŘȅΣ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ǊŜǉǳƛǊŜ ŀƴ 
outdated building to preserve that history. 

¶ It was a town built to et people out of town. This can be shown in photos and articles. 

¶ The town centre is of no interest, the buildings are in excess of 50 years in age yet no 
one would travel to see these. Local people see the building as a monstrosity. 

¶ Eyesore 
¶ The clock should be kept for historical reasons only 

¶ Sometimes things need updates and this building certainly does 

¶ As before, I am not a historian and neither are the majority of Cumbernauld, but I am a 
enthusiastic individual when it comes to history. In the case of the town center there is 
very little historical interest anyone could have about it. It is not exciting, nor interesting. 
I believe there are those who would propose that it is of importance, but I would argue a 
smaller model be built using original architectectual plans if we so desire to have it exist. 
As before, it is only a testament to bad ideas and poor design. Explicitly it should be kept 
to the confines of a book for historical purpose like many other historical places and 
items. 

¶ As an academic architectural experiment in the 60's and 70's, worth doing. However, as 
it no longer serves the purpose intended, that is nowhere near strong enough reason to 
retain it. 

¶ Again it might have won awards way back in the 70's but that doesn't mean it's fit for 
purpose now. Cumbernauld deserves a better town centre, one that's looks nice but also 
is up to date 

¶ It does have history but is not scene for that history 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻƭŘ ŀƴŘ ŀƴ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΦ   ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ 



 

¶ What Town Centre. It is a place of ramps leading you to closed and closing down shops. 
¶ It is of some historic interest in that it was amongst Scotland's five, I think, New Towns 

with indoor town centres, which was a new concept. It may well have been the first to 
be constructed but I don't think that is enough to make it of special historic interest. 

¶ This is an example of failed 1960s planning and should be removed as a failed attempt at 
town planning 

¶ I dont think it holds any special historic interest 

¶ There is nothing historic about the town centre other than being part of one of the new 
towns. As a facility it is dire. 

¶ As per architectural interest - first of a kind, but it has not worked out - need to improve 
and cater for the needs of the town and wider area today. 

¶ I think that Cumbernauld already has a fantastic history with many monuments ie the 
Antonine wall however I personally believe that the town centre is not the same and 
doŜǎƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƘŜ ǎŀƳŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ 

¶ As above 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǎŜŜ Ƙƻǿ ǘƘƛǎ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ƛǎ ǊŜƭŜǾŀƴǘ 

¶ The centre has only been around since the mid 1900s. There is very little historical 
significance to it. 

¶ "There is a special historic interest in slum areas but no sensible person would argue for 
them to be preserved. 
The building does have some sentimental value to me but I would not be overly sorry to 
see it redeveloped." 

¶ It should be seen as how not to design a town centre!! 

¶ "It is not of special historic interest. 
Why would it be of historic interest?. 
60's architecture was pretty ghastly and most if it has already been knocked down. The 
buildings have nothing to recommend them. Perhaps you can say why they would be 

considered of historic interest?" 
¶ Yeah show history when the ugliest buildings were built. 

¶ Even if won award at time of construction, its structure is ugly, out of place in the 
present-day neighbourhood and does not cater to needs of area. As such, I do not see 
that it is of any special historic interest. Even if it is deemed to be of any special historic  
interest, perhaps as an example of how not to build a town centre, this can be preserved 
for future reference by methods other than its physical continuation, particularly in view 
of modern technology. 

¶ Nothing interesting at all - state of disrepair 

¶ It's been a part of the town for a long time but it's just a building that was created for a 
purpose and now a new building can be made for a refreshed purpose. 

¶ This building has no historical interest it has already been partially demolished and is not 
fit for purpose any longer 

¶ It might have been a revolutionary dedign when it was built however, its not fit for 
purpose now. The size of Cumbernauld is ever growing and the sjopping centre needs an 

overhaul 

¶ This building is an eyesore and demolished asap 

¶ LΩƳ ŀƭƭ ƛƴ ŦƻǊ ŦƻǊ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ƭƛǎǘŜŘ ǿƘŜƴ ǘƘŜȅ ŀǊŜ ǎǳǇŜǊ ƻƭŘ ŀƴŘ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǘƻ 
Scotlands history but not a building of that age. 



 

¶ The building is of no architectural significance, no cultural significance. The people of 
Cumbernauld have for years stated how unfit it is for the world we live in. The condition, 
the layout offer nothing of value, if anything the layout and design make it unworthy on 
being classed as special historical interest 

¶ "What's historical in Cumbernauld.  
Nothing" 

¶ It is not 
¶ LǘΩǎ ƻƴƭȅ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛŦ ȅƻǳ ǿŀƴǘŜŘ ǘƻ ƭƻƻƪ ŦƻǊ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ ǘƘŀǘ ƘŀŘ ǿƻƴ Ǉƭƻƻƪ ƻƴ ǘƘŜ ǇƭƛƴǘƘ 

twice (should have won it every year) 

¶ None 

¶ Lǘ ƳƛƎƘǘ ƘŀǾŜ ōŜŜƴ ŎǊŀŎƪƛƴƎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŘŜŎŀŘŜǎ ŀƎƻ  ōǳǘ ƛǘΩǎ  ǿƻǳƭŘΩǾŜ ƴƛŎŜ ǘƻ ƪŜŜǇ ōǳt do 
plans of the area in how to bring it to life again 

¶ It's only a shopping centre. The town will still have a centre, and will perhaps a better 
one more suited to the needs of the community 

¶ Just shops, concrete building nothing historic here. 

¶ Brutal and ugly 

¶ ¢ƘŜǊŜ ƛǎ ƴƻǘƘƛƴƎ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ŀōƻǳǘ ǘƘŜ ǎǘǊǳŎǘǳǊŜ ŀǘ ŀƭƭ ŀƴŘ ƛƴ ȅŜŀǊΩǎ  ǘƻ ŎƻƳŜ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ƭƻƻƪƛƴƎ 
ŀǘ ǘƘƛǎ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅ ŀƴŘ ǘƘƛƴƪƛƴƎ ǿƘȅ ΚŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ƎƻƛƴƎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŦƻǊŜǾŜǊ ŀƴŘ ŎŀƴΩǘ Řƻ 
anything with it definitely not 

¶ It was only built in the 60s not even 50 years ago 

¶ L ŀƎǊŜŜ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘΣ ōǳǘ Ƴƻǎǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ƛǎ ƭƛƳƛǘŜŘ ǘƻ ǇƛŎǘǳǊŜǎΦ 
¶ If it is - ǿƘƻ ǾƛǎƛǘǎΦ ¢ƘŜ άŎŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜέ Ƙŀǎ  ōŜŜƴ ǾƻǘŜŘ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘǎ ǳƎƭƛŜǎǘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ 

something residents are proud of 

¶ Only if we want to show how wrong the orginal design was. 

¶ It is not a good thing to show off the history of something that was so bad. 
¶ The building is derelict and run down and is taking up valuable space in the local 

community. 

¶ L Řƻƴǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ ŀƴȅ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ 

¶ It may be of special historic interest because the designers made so many basic errors in 
their design that it has served as a model of what not to do when designing a town 
centre. That is all the more reason why it should be demolished and removed. 

¶ We don't keep rubbish out if historic interest, we bin it. Bin this building. 
¶ Its a mess and needs re-built 

¶ It's best left as an entry in the history books of Cumbernauld. 
¶ As a new town the architectural designs were innovative and exciting. The town centre 

was at the time fit for purpose and is close to many residents hearts. 

¶ The only thing of historic interest is The St Enochs Clock, which was gifted to 
Cumbernauld. 

¶ L Ŏŀƴ ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ ǘƘŀǘ ŀǊƎǳƳŜƴǘ ōǳǘ ƛǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ ŦŀŎǘƻǊ ƘƛƎƘƭȅ ƛƴ Ƴȅ ƻǇƛƴƛƻƴ 

¶ In my opinion, the town centre is not of special historical interest.  However, it has its 
place in history, which is adequately preserved in photographs, documents, film and 
voice recordings held by the fantastic Cumbernauld Library. 

¶ ϦL ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ƻŦ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ. 
The age of the building is not of historical significance. 
The relative rarity of the building design is not of historical interest. 



 

The building does not contribute to our understanding of how people lived in the past, 
or demonstrate our social and economic history" 

¶ it is a shopping centre and council buildings, neither of which would suffer through the 
new development plans 

¶ My previous comments reflect this. 

¶ I would happily allow admirers of such architecture their own opinion but it holds no 
merit in my eyes. 

¶ It was built quickly and poorly. 

¶ I don't believe tourists visiting Scotland, even with architectural inclination, would come 
to Cumbernauld to see the building (it is not Lloyds building in London or Centre of 
Pompidou in Paris). 

¶ I appreciate that ƛǘ Ƙŀǎ ŀ ǘƛƳŜ ƛƴƻǳǊ ƳƻŘŜǊƴ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ΧΦ ōǳǘ ƘŀǾŜ ŀ ǎǘǊƻƴƎŜǊ ǎŜƴǎŜ ǘƘŀǘ 
maintaining it for nostalgia gives more credence to pleasing a minority in the future ( 

who may not find films and video and modems enough) at the monetary, emotional and 
practical expense of those of the present . There have been far smaller buildings in 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƭƻǎǘ ǿƘƛŎƘ ƛǎ ǎŀŘ ōŜŎŀǳǎŜ ǘƘŜ ǿŜǊŜƴΩǘ ǇǊƻǇŜǊƭȅ ŘƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŜŘ ƻǊ ŀǊŎƘƛǾŜŘ 
and there was no consultation or opportunity to say goodbye. 

¶ Has it not been described as a carbuncle? Won multiple awards for the wrong reasons? 

¶ DǊŜƎƻǊȅΩǎ DƛǊƭ ǿŀǎ ŀ ƳƻƳŜƴǘ ƛƴ ǘƛƳŜΦ LǘΩǎ ǇŀǎǎŜŘ ŀƴŘ ǎƻ ƛǎ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎΦ 

¶ I don't think anyone would miss that monstrosity.  It is now understood that people 
want a light, bright, airy looking place to shop in with seating and coffee shops.  The old 
town centre has very little going for it.  The best you can say is that it is undercover! 

¶ It is a period of history I would really rather forget. 
¶ Cumbernauld deserves a modern town centre to attract business and customers 

¶ No historic value to me and I've lived here for over forty years 
¶ Most people couldn't care less if it just vanished overnight. 

¶ Even though it won awards when built I don't think this should be the reason to save it 
Today it is not fit for purpose and the people of Cumbernauld deserve a town centre 
that is The population is over 50 thousand surely we deserve a town centre that would 
save us having to travel to Glasgow to buy goods and services we should be able to 

spend in Cumbernauld 

¶ Again important part of the towns history but not a good enough reason to keep it 
¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ƳƻƴǎǘǊƻǎƛǘȅ ƛƴ ǘŜǊƳǎ ƻŦ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ŀƴŘ ǎŜǊǾŜǎ ƴƻ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ 

¶ ϦIƛǎǘƻǊƛŎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǎŜƴǎŜ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ Ψ ƻŦ ŀ ǎǇŜŎƛŦƛŎ ǘƛƳŜΩ ǿƘŜƴ bŜǿ ¢ƻǿƴϥǎ ǿŜΩǊŜ ǾȅƛƴƎΣ ƴƻǾŜƭǘȅ 
overcame practicality or aesthetic worth.  And the historic value has left little to be 
desired.  
Great fundamental principle - few worked out. Crowded regimented areas become 
ghettos." 

¶ It is an important part of the wider new town development movement in Scotland. It 
represents the scale of ambition and ability to deliver significant change in our urban 
and suburban environments. It is bold and optimistic about the possibility of doing 
things differently from how we did in the past and represents the optimism we held for 
the future at that point in time. 

¶ I'm not sure how much of the original features remain. 

¶ This section of Cumbernauld Town Centre is not of architectural interest now or in the 
future apart from how not to design a town centre! 



 

¶ .ǳǘ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘƘƛƴƪ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ŀ ƎƻƻŘ ǘƘƛƴƎ 
¶ Absolutely not, as above, it does not attract people into the area, it brings down the 

area, with its design, its poor maintenance, its had its day, time to pull it down and build 
something fit for purpose 

¶ Again the whole town centre is  dated. The new Antonine centre, whilst of no historic 
interest, is at least modern and not an eye sore. 

¶ Cumbernauld has a rich history this building isn't part of it 

¶ Have no interest in the town centre lack of shops no great facilities toilets etc needs 
more updated to bring members of public to visit 

¶ "It is of no historical interest and would not be missed by the people of Cumbernauld !  
Cumbernauld Village is of historical interest. 
Cumbernauld House is of historical interest. 
The town centre is an out of date structure and best pulled down." 

¶ A world-leading expression of the 1960s' movement of national and regional 
modernisation, merging welfare state social provisions with the beginnings of the 
consumer society. (see also my 1991 dossier for enlargement on this point) 

¶ Only area that I believe is of interest is the long tower area (formerly penthouses) but it 
would be unlikely to remain if the rest of the centre was removed. 

¶ It's special only for it's ugliness. 

¶ As the numerous excited films and newsclips worldwide about Cumbernauld Town 
Centre show, it was one of Scotland's absolutely defining contributions to modernity in 
the 1960s. 

¶ There was global interest in Cumbernauld when it was built, and its design continues to 
be an important reference point for anyone interested in the urban design of the 1960s. 
As a design it is as important as Brasília or Chandigarh. Its present condition should not 
detract from its historical importance 

¶ The only lessons learned were how not to design a town centre! 

¶ Again if it was that way then the owners should have been made to keep it to a high 
standard, they've let it fall apart and not taken care of it. Just another way of the fat cats 
making money 

¶ It has no historic interest whatsoever. 

¶ Save some pictures for use in Architect's training, showing things NOT to do. 
¶ "Building must change. It is neither of Victorian or historic importance and holds no 

requirement as a place of tourism. It is just shops?  
Tear it down and start again. Make Cumbernauld proud to have a centre they can call a 
centre and precinct.  
Include a travel Hub, Cinema Complex, Swimming, Sports, Restaurants, retail, rest areas, 
green spaces, play areas etc etc alongside a modern retail space." 

¶ Mistake 

¶ Naw 
¶ "The town centre is a blight on the local environment. Nothing special that could not be 

seen in other existing examples of this modernist concrete block architecture.  

¶ If any argument to retain it on historical merit then it can be retained for posterity 
through modern survey, 3d visuals, film and photo. The unfit eyesore should not be 

inflicted on the local population." 
¶ It needs to be replaced 



 

¶ "The Town Centre does not meet the criteria for special historic interest. There are far 
better examples of this type of brutalist architecture. Indeed, the design of the building 
is hostile to the people using it, dark corridors, dead ends and steep ramps make the 
building feel unwelcoming and difficult to navigate if using a wheelchair or pushchair.  
Although at one time it did stand for innovation in town planning it's failure as a building 

and it's deterioration mean that is no longer exemplifies the New Town ideal.  
It is not connected with people or events of national importance." 

 

Q.9 - Social and Cultural 
To what extent do you think that the Cumbernauld Town Centre is important 
to the social and cultural heritage of Scotland? - Social and Cultural 
 

¶ Not important (1515) 

¶ Slightly important (196) 

¶ Important (156) 

¶ Very important (268) 
 

To what extent do you think that the Cumbernauld Town Centre is important 
to the social and cultural heritage of Scotland? - Please expand your reasons 
in the box below: 
 

¶ The Town Centre is an internationally significant construct and thus socially and 
culturally important for our built heritage. 

¶ As above it is a rare concept and a real achievement to have realised it and special to 
Scotland. It should be celebrated. 

¶ With so many shop and high streets closing it is important for us to keep the town 
centre and to maintain it to a high standard. 

¶ I actually think that the centre represents the very worst of social and cultural heritage 
in Scotland. The centre is synonymous with a poor quality of life, antisocial behaviour 
and poverty. Hardly aspects that Historic Scotland should be enshrining by listing this 
structure. 

¶ Demolish it 

¶ Change is needed through better planning and consulting  regarding future needs as 
society  changes and uses alter.  Research  and reconstruction following commercial 
viability will be an improvement not trying to retrofit inferior build. 

¶ As Cumbernauld was designated as a new town in December 1955 in part of a plan to 
solve Glasgow's overcrowding, the social and cultural heritage of Cumbernauld is of  
importance to the history of Scotland.  However, we do not feel that the brutalist 

megastructure of the town centre itself is of such importance to the country that it 
should be preserved for future generations.  The town centre was planned in the 50's 
with the intention of connecting the local community with paths and walkways leading 

from each neighbourhood to the megastructure's shops and amenities but with the 
many changes and demolitions to the town centre over the years this initial plan has 
been lost and and along with it any social and cultural heritage of any significant 
importance.  The town centre is now perhaps an example of how past generations have 



 

not succeeded in planning a town centre which can keep pace with changes to modern 
life and landscapes. 

¶ Nothing else like it. 

¶ Culturally the building represents a very important time in Scotland when out of the 
destruction of Glasgow came the push for New Towns to be constructed. The mass 
relocation of people is an important part of Scotland's social history. 

¶ This building is part of the history of modern Scotland. It is the product of Central 
Scotlands prosperity after the war and the need for people to gain clean green spaces to 
live rather than the slums of Glasgow. 

¶ All of the new towns are important to the social and cultural heritage of Scotland.  And 
as Combernauld Town Centre wad the first undercover Shopping Centre this is culturally 
significant and should be recognised as such. 

¶ The centre demonstrates, alongside other new towns, the original attempts to disperse 
the overpopulated City of Glasgow after the second world war, and demonstrates the 

ideals of the time in that a safe and healthy place for people to live and children to grow 
up was paramount. 

¶ As previously stated, Brutalist architecture deserves to be preserved, but is rapidly 
disappearing because it's considered cheap and ugly without any of the history being 
considered. 

¶ There are few examples of such style. This should be celebrated not knocked down. 
¶ See previous answers 

¶ Cumbernauld in general and the Town Centre are an important part in the history of the 
Glasgow overspill to the New Towns. 

¶ Shows how planners thought the future would look like with everything under one roof 

¶ Architectural value. It marks a historical change in the social housing and local provision 
of working class.  The social heritage of west central Scotland would be lessened by its 
destruction. Fewer pound shops, cheap wares shops and charity shops would improve 
its atmosphere . 

¶ It is an icon and a symbol of the town and the time in which it was built. 

¶ It's like a small indoor village , I lived in Cumbernauld till I was six and still shop there 
every weekend without fail as I live in nearby Moodiesburn 

¶ "The town itself is a veritable hotbed of modernist planning ideas and the town centre 
perhaps not as successful as the local authority housing, could be a 

Fantastic marker once again for the town." 

¶ Culturally but not socially 
¶ The architecture, history and social context are all intertwined. 

¶ There has been no support to promote Cumbernauld hysterical or social significance and 
I doubt it will happen.  Not only is it a new town, it was meant to be the utopia of new 
towns but has been failed.  From the historic Carrickstone, to Fleming House, itΩǎ wƻƳŀƴ 
and Royal connections have all but been forgotten.  Not forgetting the history behind 
weaving and the radical movement, John Baird hailed from the area.  We have a tiny 
museum hidden and unprompted in the library and are not even in the map in 
SumƳŜǊƭŜŜ ŘŜǎǇƛǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƭƻǎǎ ƻŦ ƭƛŦŜ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƳƛƴƛƴƎ ŘƛǎŀǎǘŜǊΦ  LǘΩǎ ǾŜǊȅ ǎŀŘΦ 

¶ It tells the story of post war social housing and its growth into one of the largest towns 
in Scotland. 

¶ Its part of history.  The development of the new towns 



 

¶ Just like I said in previous question. 
¶ "For many it was the first leap our families had from the slums of Glasgow. Everything 

about the towns planning and layout are so aspirational and full of hope for how we 
might just exist healthier and happier, free from the tenements.  
If we have museums dedicated to understanding the all sorts of living conditions we 
have suffered for hundreds of years- I believe it would be an injustice and leave such a 
gap for future generations in understanding how we arrived at modern towns today." 

¶ The town centre is as far as im aware is the only example of this type of building and the 
planners image of a centre with everything under one roof . It is iconic standing at the 
top of a hill easily viewed from afar . The building itself has a pleasing ugliness about it . 
It is well designed and of its time . 

¶ As I said, only a part of it 
¶ Film, TV, it's an object that has managed to weave itself into the popular imagination. 

No matter how negative at present, it is a remarkable object, representing an optimism 

no longer present. 
¶ "The New Towns have formed generations of post-war Scots, have changed Scottish 

urban living conditions and shaped lives in a vastly different way from large city 
suburban spread. 
This building is one of the most iconic symbols of that achievement." 

¶ The town centre was built at a time of tumultuous change. We were being moved from 
the inadequate and slum dwellings of the Glasgow tenements into a shiny new future. 
Cumbernauld was the Town for Tomorrow and the Town Centre was at the heart of that 
vision. 

¶ It's a focal point of the town. It's the essence of Cumbernauld. When Cumbernauld is 
mentioned, the quirky town centre comes to mind. 

¶ With the neglect since the late 70s, it has lost the importance it deserves.  If that vision 
could be brought back then it would be a place to be proude of. 

¶ !ǎ ǘƻǳŎƘŜŘ ǳǇƻƴ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭŀǎǘ ǎŜŎǘƛƻƴΦ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƛǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ Ƨǳǎǘ ŀ ŦŜǿ ΨŘŜǎƛƎƴŀǘŜŘΩ ƴŜǿ 
towns built around the U.K. However Cumbernauld differs from the rest because of the 
Ψ¢ƻǿƴ /ŜƴǘǊŜΩ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ŜǘƘƻǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ƛŘea of having everything you need in one place. While 

as a resident in Cumbernauld, I feel at the moment there is a complete social disconnect 
ǿƛǘƘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŦŀŎƛƭƛǘƛŜǎΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ƛǎ ǎƻƳŜǘƘƛƴƎ ǘƘŀǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ Ŝŀǎƛƭȅ ōŜ ǊŜŎǘƛŦƛŜŘ ǿƛǘƘ 
the proper approach and serve as the social hub of the town once again. 

¶ It's internationally important as an award winning building and example of something 
unique 

¶ It was our health center our shopping center our town hall our nursery our social club 

¶ It is an iconic, love it or hate it building, it is an example of how an ambitious idea can be 
hampered by bad management, lack of investment and short term thinking. In it's early 
days it was a bustling if somewhat windy space but it was unique and belonged to the 
people of Cumbernauld. If that isn't enough it features in Gregory's Girl and the first 
ever live satellite global television broadcast 
https://www.bbc.com/historyofthebbc/anniversaries/june/our-world 

¶ Super important, outrage would follow its removal. Any child that grew up in 
cumbernauld would be sad to see it go. 

¶ "The development of Post-War new towns was a significant and defining element of 
recovery physically, structurally and socially within Scotland and the rest of the UK.   



 

Cumbernauld Town Centre was central to the design concept of the first Mark II New 
Town - Cumbernauld.  The transfer of communities from derelict and squalid conditions 

allowing the regeneration of Glasgow was a significant social and cultural change; not 
only to the people and structure of Glasgow but also to the historic mining and weaving 
village communities and the wider area including the market town of Kilsyth. The 
development impacted on a significant aspect of Scottish society over the decades that 
have followed so far. 
The town centre itself, as stated, was central to the town concept. It also, however, has 
contributed significantly to the approach taken to municipal and retail designs adopted 
by architects and town planners for a multitude of projects affecting Scottish society.  
Multi-purpose venues. Covered retail malls. The use of integrated and separated 
accesses for walking, wheeling and cycling. The use of aspect and light within its design. 
All of the above have had significant impact on social and cultural change to Scottish 
society. Particularly so around the view and interpretation of how we regard proximity & 
design between residential areas and retail & municipal facilities.  As noted above, the 
current focus on timely access, particularly for those with mobility issues is regarded 

within desire for 20-minute neighbourhoods and walking, wheeling and cycling which 
were pioneered in the Central location and facilities at Cumbernauld Town Centre in 
relation to residential neighbourhoods surrounding it on the hilltop of Cumbernauld." 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŀǎ ƛǘ ƪŜŜǇǎ ƭƻŎŀƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŎƻƳƳǳƴƛǘȅ ǿƛǘƘƛƴ ǘƘŜ ƭƛōǊŀǊȅΣ  ƛǘΩǎ ƎƻƻŘ ƛǘΩǎ 
being used for filming and encouraging other filming into the community.  Education is 

central, gym and swimming pool also central and convenient for shopping. 

¶ Architecture and design of an era 

¶ "It is very important to the social and cultural heritage of Cumbernauld and surrounding 
area.  
Equally it has some social and cultural significance in Scotland. This idea of a shopping 
centre with everything you need under one roof has now been widely replicated 
throughout Scotland, with every major town now having an indoor shopping centre. 
Cumbernauld Town Centre led the way for this type of shopping.  
Throughout Scotland, Cumbernauld Town Centre is recognisable." 

¶ Early new town development and reflects designs of that era 

¶ As a new town we can look back on the pros and cons, what worked and what did not. 
¶ Not to do so seems churlish and reactionary. 

¶ As previously mentioned, the new towns are a big part of Scotland's social history 

¶ As previously stated, it's a Cumbernauld thing... 
¶ What's it called? ...... Everyone knows it. 

¶ The new towns are needed to understand the movement of people from city slums to 
greenspaces. 

¶ shows Architecture in Scotland as world leading 

¶ A point in time when there was a vision for the future 

¶ As per the previous two answers, it's an important example of 1960's architecture 
conceived as an integral part of the post-war New Town programme.  It also has a place 
in Scottish popular culture, eg. the "meeting by the St Enoch clock" scene in the film 
Gregory's Girl. 

¶ As a piece of its time and of a specific philosophy of town planning it is an important 
civic bulding 



 

¶ Cumbernauld has the opportunity to be unique. We're are centrally situated with easy 
access to Glasgow, Stirling and Edinburgh. I don't think demolishing the current centre in 
place of a new build mall is the answer to Cumbernaulds problems. Perhaps with the 
promise and commitment from better retailers and the restoration of the Brutalist 
section of the current town centre people would take more pride in the town and spend 

more here. 

¶ The concept was excellent. Easily accessible to everyone in the town, good access. If the 
Town centre had been maintained and retained original concept (not fiddled with-
adding on bits that just make it a muddled mess) the whole town is the same. Needed 
maintained 

¶ See response above. Part of social and cultural heritage of the west of Scotland. 

¶ This is a key example of modern Scotland; too often our history is represented as rural 
and feudal whereas this represents a form of rethinking living conditions for the 
majority, not the minority of the couƴǘǊȅΩǎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜΦ  ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƛƳŀƎƛƴŀǘƛƻƴ ƘŀŘ ǘƘŜ ǎŎŀƭŜ 
of the Town Centre megastructure: it is a demonstration of the optimism of Scottish 
architecture of this period, of bold experimentation and belief in what is possible. 

¶ "It shows the rapid population increase  
One of the first new towns of Scotland" 

¶ This unique building was born from the new post war idealism of the  1950s and 60s, 
and contains a fully functioning town centre within its footprint. It has served several 
ƎŜƴŜǊŀǘƛƻƴǎ ƻǾŜǊ ǘƘŜ ȅŜŀǊǎΣ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩs image is integral to the identity of the people of the 
town. When people from outside the town think of Cumbernauld, they think of the town 
centre. It is a symbol of the post-war New Town initiative in Scotland, the flowering of 
new ideas in modernist designs in our towns, of individualism and the art of the 
functional and the civic. 

¶ I think for many people, it looms large in their minds in a negative way. However, as 
previously expressed, I think the town centre represents a hugely significant time in our 
history- capturing elements of architectural utilitarianism and utopianism that should be 
both preserved and celebrated. Having had the luxury of visiting other 1960's/1970's 
developments as a weird hobby (Alexandra and Ainsworth, Aylesbury estates, 
Thamesmead, the Barbican, Preston bus station) I would certainly rate Cumbernauld as 
belonging in this group of lauded/denigrated group. But hopefully, it will emerge as one 
to retain, not demolish. Notably, with the care and investment the Barbican 

development has received, it is not too hard to imagine how different Cumbernauld 
town centre could have been had the building received the right care and attention over 
the years. 

¶ It is a key building for anyone looking at how towns changed after the war 

¶ The people of Cumbernauld formed a pioneer community from Glasgiw's overspill. This 
young population had their own political outlook and a creative heart. 

¶ "It has been the focal point of Cumbernauld new town and is synonymous with its 
growth.  
A huge proportion residents can relate stories and memories of it through the decades 
and as so much h of the early Cumbernauld buildings have been demolished,  little is left 

to maintain the towns identify. For the town centre to be preserved would be 
monumental" 

¶ I ties the town together with it's history and all the arteries from from it to all the areas 
of Cumbernauld. 



 

¶ There is nothing else like this in SCotland 
¶ !ǎ ǇŜǊ ǇǊŜǾƛƻǳǎ ǊŜǎǇƻƴǎŜǎΣ ǘƘŜ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƛǎ ŀƴ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ǇƛŜŎŜ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ Ǉƻǎǘ ǿŀǊ 

development and a fine example of thinking at the time. It has influenced our culture for 
decades and a talking point far beyond the town. 

¶ Despite the negative image, it is instantly recognisable. And it was in Gregory's Girl. 

¶ The town centre is an interesting but failed architectural experiment, it is important to 
be recorded, but not necessarily retained. If demolished it should only be replaced by 
something of greater value. 

¶ "It is immediately recognisable and at the centre of Cumbernauld's story.  It is much 
loved by the people of Cumbernauld. To destroy the town centre would be to erase an 
integral part of our history. 
In future years, I can see public and professional opinion come to  recognise and 
appreciate the town centre as a bold vision and architectural gem." 

¶ "Not everything that is preserved has to be pretty.  History should cover all aspects of 
society and culture and some some buildings are less conventionally attractive than 
others.  They all have their unique character which tells us a lot about the era in which 
they were constructed. 
The new towns that were built in order to provide better living environments  in the 
1950s and 1960s are an important part of our heritage.   
Cumbernauld town centre has not received love and investment and it is this that makes 
it so difficult to love at the moment.  If it were reimagined but its essence preserved 
then it could be architecturally stunning and  something to be proud of.  I know London 
is a category of its own but think of the Brutalist architecture of the  South Bank Centre 
and the Barbican and how admired those buildings are." 

¶ "As before.  It is a unique building and although time has not been kind to it the building 
itself is a fine example of Brutalist architecture and should be preserved.   

¶ I know many people dislike the building but I think this is due to underinvestment and 
decay.  If the building had been well maintained and loved then I think people would 
feel very differently towards it." 

¶ It helps to tell the story of the slum clearances, with all the controversy around that. 
hƴƭȅ ǘƘŜ ōŜǘǘŜǊ ǘŜƴŀƴǘǎ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ǎƭǳƳǎ ǿŜǊŜ ǎŜƭŜŎǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΦ ¢ƘŀǘΩǎ ǘȅǇŜ ƻŦ 
ǘƘƛƴƎ ƛǎ ŀƭƭ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ ǎƻŎƛŀƭ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅΦ 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ƻǊƛƎƛƴŀƭ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ǎƛƎƴƛŦƛŜǎ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴΩǎ ƘŜǊƛǘŀƎŜΦ ¢Ƙƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ƘŀǾŜ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ǾƛŎǘƻǊƛŀƴ 
building. Yes, it divides opinion as it is brutalist architecture essentially, however it has 
significant historical significance and should be conserved for that reason. It represents 
the new town concept and what that stood for - a new place for families and peopleto 
thriveΦ Lǘ ŘƻŜǎƴΩǘ Řƻ ǘƘŀǘ ƴƻǿ ōǳǘ ǘƘŀǘ ƛǎ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎΩǎ ŦŀǳƭǘΦ hǘƘŜǊ ǊŜŀǎƻƴǎ ŦƻǊ ǘƘŀǘΦ  
The add on structures around it are not important and can be redeveloped and designed 
to complement and integrate the town centre structure. 

¶ It's unique and represents the time and vision of when it was designed even though it 
has went through major alterations since. 

¶ "It is important to the social/cultural history of its time. Part of a New Town 
development to tackle poor, inequality housing in the City of Glasgow post WWII. 
The ethos was to provide quality housing for all with greenbelt areas regardless of social 
economical status, with access to modern commercial facilities." 



 

¶ It's very easy to rubbish Cumbernauld but in any other town, such brutalist architecture 
would be celebrated and maintained.   Instead of tearing things down, we should be 
lifting the profile of Cumbernauld up. 

¶ Most people will only remember it as winning the Carbuncle of the year award ,some 
time back. Alas !! 

¶ It's an iconic building that mostly everyone in scotland recognises. Scotland has been at 
the forefront of technology, science and engineering for centuries and its an example of 
this technical culture that many Scots are proud of. 

¶ if you tear it down you will be taking away from our Scottish heritage, showing that 
Scotland can build a unique building in the world 

¶ See above 
¶ It is still part of the local shopping scene. It has a creche and a public library as well as a 

public house. 

¶ it is unique but  currently not fit for purpose 

¶ Smell of shit and piss through out it 

¶ I would say very important it is a perfect example of Scottish engineering and design. 

¶ Similar reasons to previous answers. It encapsulates the futuristic thinking of the 1960s. 
¶ "As outlined previously the building is an important part of Scotland's social and urban 

history. 

Its uncompromising and visionary design was ambitious and is physical manifestation of 
the spirit of the time  -  described in Andrew OHagan's 'Our Fathers'. 
Many of the built structures of that time have been demolished and replaced with less 

well built low rise structures. It is important that we cease the practice of eradicating our 
1960's and 70's socially ambitious history and instead retain and re-purpose the 
structures for our present needs and recognise this era it as an important part of our 
cultural heritage." 

¶ Same reasons stated previously 

¶ Its very much part of its time and that time. The 1950s and 1960s. We can just erase 
these periods for future generations. They must see everything. Not just the beauty like 
Edinburgh, but the more 'functional and practical' like Cumbernauld. 

¶ shows classic architecture of the period and is part of the history of the era of the  New 
Towns 

¶ Cumbernauld is the best clear example of modern living in the U.K. not just Scotland for 
New Town developments. 

¶ It has that histroic link to the past, as it was built when the town was first established. 
¶ A place where family and friends have met gor over 50 years 

¶ "cumbernauld village has a unique history going back 2000 years and this deserves to be 
told  
¢ƘŜ рлΩǎ ŀƴŘ слΩǎ ǿŜǊŜ ŜǾŜƴ ƳƻǊŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ƭŜƎŀŎȅ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǇǊƻǘŜŎǘŜŘ ŦƻǊ 

architectural and sociological reasons" 
¶ It was a bold attempt to do something different and special 

¶ For all the reasons i have mentioned already.  Its uniqueness architecturally, its place in 
the social experiment and optimism of the time.  The sad fact that similar conditions will 
likely never be made possible for anything so innovative and forward thinking and 

hopeful about the future to occur again.  The very great improvements in the lives of the 
population that moved to cumbernauld and made use of the structure.  Also, its place in 



 

the world in terms of its architectural uniqueness and the attention it still attracts from 
all corners of the world today (America, Holland among others i have been made aware 

of most recently).  The town would just not be the same without the megastructure and 
the town centre as it was originally conceived. i think even the people who profess to 
want it torn down would miss it and its unique sense of place once it was gone.  what 
will replace it? i have seen the plans - it would be anywhere and nowhere all at the same 
time -very depressing. 

¶ "Without it.... We are any other town. 
I would simply just move somewhere else cheaper to live ad there would not be the 
town center I moved here for... Indoor.. Safe.. Clean... Secure..." 

¶ This was Scotland's most prominent contribution to 1960s Modernism and planning, 
recognised globally. 

¶ We are losing much of the designs of that period in Scotland. Which was an important 
time for design 

¶ Cumbernauld is linked with the Town Centre in the minds of the whole country. If it 
were lost, Cumbernauld would be diminished in the view of residents non residents alike 

¶ We are too quick to get rid of important architecture in Scotland, many residents are 
rightly fed up with the eye sore it has become through lack of care. The original town 
centre is a special unique brutalist building which could be made into something 
fabulous with a bit of vision. To replace with yet another unimaginative box would be so 
disappointing and a waste of money as it would no doubt look shit in 30 years time 

¶ "So important.. For many from  the desperation of Glasgow a sense  of real community 
in a safe environment was created. Decent living conditions An inside toilet. a bedroom. 
garden and the icing on the cake.. The toonie centre! 
Play area whilst mammie chatted of shopped.. Library. Health centre bank hairdresser 
hardware shop laundrette  bus terminal ramps lifts etc. Etc. all within a stones throw 
and traffic free.. 

Yes times have changed. But the heart is still there. It just needs a bit of thinking outside 
the box to restore the feelgood factor for today's confused  and chaotic world to again 
create a safe haven  for young and old alike. 

Make do and mend. Reuse and recycle. We've gone the full circle No more of this 
destructive culture. Yes it won't be easy but definitely possible! Cumbernauld is  unique 
and has a social and cultural story to tell.. Let it!" 

¶ key moment in social and architectural ambition in Scotlands development. 

¶ It represents Architectural and Planning thoughts of the period. 
¶ This was not a flippant decision to build a brand new town centre. History was being 

made with the design, build and placing of the town centre. 

¶ As outlined in 8., - it is the physical embodiment of a unique phase in Scottish history 
and so as valid as any castle, country house or industrial building. 

¶ The movement of people out of large industrial cities, like Glasgow, to New Towns like 
Cumbernauld, is a very important part of Scottish history and the story of Cumbernauld 
is the story of Scotland too. It shaped the views and offered the opportunities to a 

generation. Like it or loath it, it's part of our heritage - remove it and you erase a part of 
our identity. With some restoration and sympathetic additions, the Town Centre could 
hold it's head high - what about 'greening' it as part of it's move towards the mid-21st 
century? Italian architecture students revere the Town Centre. Milan has some famous 
tower blocks which are living green areas. A smaller version of that kind of thinking 



 

could make the town Centre come alive again, as a cultural place, with offices, studios, 
specialist shops, cafes and bars etc.  The library is much loved and can be a community 

hub, if developed properly. Create, rather than destroy. 
¶ see previous 

¶ The vast majority of the Scottish population bypass Cumbernauld regularly  - if its worth 
saving,  then save it . If it can be used properly. 

¶ The Centre is very important to the social and cultural heritage of Scotland being the 
only survivor of its type of any note in this country. 

¶ Other big buildings of the same epoch e.g. by Gillespie and Coia have been allowed to 
decay e.g. at Cardross. 

¶ Too many of the megastructures of the period e.g. Cardross, have been allowed to go to 
ruin 

¶ At the time of building the architectural design was ground breaking and should be 
preserved, it should be incorporated into future changes within the area. 

¶ There is nowhere else in Scotland like Cumbernauld Town Centre. Nowhere else can you 
find examples of this kind of optimistic and creative architecture. There is no other 

reason to visit Cumbernauld than to experience the town centre (for better or worse). 

¶ L ŘƻƴΩǘ ǘǊǳǎǘ bƻǊǘƘ [ŀƴŀǊƪǎƘƛǊŜ /ƻǳƴŎƛƭ ǘƻ ƛƳǇǊƻǾŜ ƻǊ ǘƻ ƛƳǇƭŜƳŜƴǘ ŀƴȅ ōŜǘǘŜǊ Ǉƭŀƴǎ 
based on their poor track record previously 

¶ Everyone knows of it  and it's what made cumbernauld recognised worldwide 

¶ It is important a s a time capsule of this time in our cultural heritage and should be 
preserved and brought back to its original design. 

¶ The town centre has been the main social area from the beginning..weddings childrens 
play our library at one time our cinema and should and could be again be again. The 
statues and local art work have been moved or hidden. Where are they? Bring them 
back and have a local culture tour. The St Enoch clock?? So many parts of our culture 
have been systematically removed or destroyed. 

¶ hŦ ƛǘΩǎ ŀƎŜ 
¶ ²ƘŜǊŜ ŜƭǎŜ ƛǎ ǘƘŜǊŜ ŀƴȅǘƘƛƴƎ ƭƛƪŜ ƛǘΚƛǘ ŎƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ǊŜǎǘƻǊŜŘ ƛǘΩǎ ŦƻǊƳŜǊ ƎƭƻǊȅΦ 

¶ Scotland is full of history. This is part of it. 

¶ The brutalist style in such a structure is not found in most of Scotland so this part of the 
Scottish cultural heritage should be preserved and celebrated. 

¶ It is a wonderful piece of history. 

¶ This is original architecture and award winning town planning that the council do not 
seem to have interest in developing / caring for or celebrating, to such an extent that it 
now feels like a very depressed area. I would like to see the approach change and for 
/ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘΩǎ ŘŜǎƛƎƴ ǘƻ ōŜ ŎŀǊŜŘ ŦƻǊ ǊŀǘƘŜǊ ǘƘŀƴ ŘŜƳƻƭƛǎƘŜŘΦ 

¶ Again, see above. 

¶ Everyone who has ever grew up in the town has shopped, worked and socialised in the 
building. With some imagination, this can continue for many more generations in the 
very same building. 

¶ Without the town centre what does Cumbernauld have? Needs to be preserved to keep 
Cumbernauld on the map.  Spend any money that would go on a new centre on 
rejuvenating the old one.  The new town centre didn't exactly go to plan and now both 

town centres are dead. 



 

¶ "The design was bold and experimental at the time, it attempted to provide a home for 
the community and a symbol of progress and modernity.  
I completely understand that most people living in Cumbernauld now dislike the building 
ōǳǘ ƛǘ ǿŀǎ ƴƻǘ ŀƭǿŀȅǎ ǘƘŜ ŎŀǎŜ ŀƴŘ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ ƴŜƎŀǘŜ ǘƘŜ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ 
special connection to Cumbernauld. Times and shopping habits have changed and I 

agree buildings need to adapt, not be demolished." 

¶ Scotland obviously has an extremely historical heritage but, like the rest of Britain, the 
Cumbernauld Town Centre is extremely important.  Personally I have never seen a town 
of this level built in the sixties. I feel that there could be several tweeks for it to be an 
even more beautiful place, perhaps by adding glass and more modern buildings 

surrounding it, It also celebrates the film 'Gregory's Girl.' 
¶ Stunning example of brutalist architecture & the blueprint of an iconic new town, where 

people were moved to from the overcrowded tenements of Glasgow, extremely 

important part of social & cultural heritage in Scotland 

¶ It forms an impoǊǘŀƴǘ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘΩǎ Ǉƻǎǘ-industrial heritage and the story of new 
ǘƻǿƴǎΦ Lǘ ƴŜŜŘǎ ŀ ƴŜǿ ƭƛŦŜΣ ōǳǘ ǘƘƛǎ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀƴ ŜǾƻƭǳǘƛƻƴ ƻŦ ǿƘŀǘΩǎ ǘƘŜǊŜΣ ƴƻǘ 
destruction. 

¶ see previous statements 
¶ See previous answer. 

¶ This is a globally recognised landmark. Destroying such a device would be destroying the 
global character of Cumbernauld. 

¶ See answer to 7. 

¶ It used to be a great place to meet friends. 

¶ "I watched the report on The One show this week which was presented by Claire Grogan 
and she explained that Cumbernauld Town Centre was seen as something exciting, fresh 
and new to a visitor.  She said she thought this was what American would be like!   
I thought her comments were so important as it's easy to forget how exciting this new 

concept was and, while I fully agree that it isn't looking great at present, I see the social 
and cultural value of this building and think, with the right management and vision, it 
can be restored, remodelled and evolved.  They say the Barbican in London has many 

similarities to Cumbernauld Town Centre, so why is the Barbican considered an iconic 
masterpiece of brutalist architecture while the town centre is referred to as a carbuncle? 
Is it neglect on so many levels that has made it so disliked?  Everyone talks about it, it's 

know worldwide and they want to remove it and replace it with a generic building." 
¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre represents a unique vision of society and social life, in which 

all aspects of social life are brought together into a single comprehensive design. 

¶ The creation of post WWII "new towns" was a hugely significant global moment of 
ambition across diverse geographical territories and political ideologies. Scotland has 
one of the most advanced and innovative, which has been recognised internationally for 
decades, and has an enormous resurgence of interest right now, in an age where 
alternative planning of built-environment must be foregrounded. It would be a travesty 
to destroy it. 

¶ New Town phase is still important part of history 

¶ Not much of the original megastructure remains today. 



 

¶ "Cumbernauld new town had a huge impact on the way people worked and lived in the 
1960's and 70's.  Moving to Cumbernauld from Glasgow gave families a new way of life 
with new spacious homes with gardens and beautiful outdoor green spaces to enjoy.  
New towns breed new ideas and ways of living which should be celebrated.  The town 
centre building should stay as a reminder of this, not destroyed for poorly built, 

fashionably up to date buildings that will not stand the test of time." 

¶ See previous. There are few truly unique modernist buildings and structures in Scotland 
that remain within the public realm, and those that are, and of course still fit for purpose 
should be preserved 

¶ It is important for its Architectural style. 

¶ "New life  
New town" 

¶ I have highlighted this in previous answers. If we destroy history, how can we learn from 
the past. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǇŀǊǘ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴ ƘƛǎǘƻǊȅ ƻŦ Scotland 

¶ Refer to 7. 

¶ It was a first time design. Why not keep someof the "iconic" parts? 

¶ Significant contribution to world architectural history. 
¶ It seems to be an important building for people you lived and live in Cumbernauld 

¶ see below 

¶ The New Towns and their communal open and enclosed spaces Provide an optimistic 
example of an inclusive designed built environment, and one which valued public 
investment, responsibility and care 

¶ Cumbernauld Town Centre is a building of international importance as an example of 
the post war planning and architectural period 

¶ Sadly, the creation of a new town hasn't happened in decades in Scotland. They take 
time to develop and change. We have just had a recession and covid restrictions on 
gathering physically, plus the Internet has changed how we shop. Older concrete 
buildings in a town centre are not a problem to be removed, they should be retained 
and adapted. 

¶ "Cumbernauld Town Centre appears in a feature-length film, commissioned by CDC, 
titled Cumbernauld Hit. In the film, the town is described as 'a veritable jewel in the 
navel of Scotland. 
Cumbernauld was Scotland's third New Town, and the only town in Britain to be 
designated in the 1950s. It represented a pivotal moment in urban planning, and 
ushered in a second generation of New Towns that more explicitly catered for the car, 
while devising solutions for the problems created by cars. Cumbernauld Town Centre, 
built alongside the rest of this entirely New Town, effectively forms its historic core. It is 
therefore of the utmost importance in understanding and appreciating the significance 

of Cumbernauld as a whole. In a specifically Scottish context, it represents the mid-point 
of New Town development, being radically different from East Kilbride and Glenrothes, 
which preceded it, and being followed by Livingston and Irvine, which were clearly 

influenced by it." 

¶ I recognise its style is of architectural interest to many. 

¶ "4th attempt.  



 

It is a unique megastructure of shops, offices, housing, library, car parking and bus 
stations. There is nothing similar in the UK and only Le Corbusier's Unite d' Habitation 

incorporates similar concepts but on a far smaller scale. 
It is the KEY landmark of The New Town." 

¶ "The relocating of people from the old Gorbals area was an historic social change in 
itself, and has resulted in Cumbernauld being a close-knit family oriented town over the 
years. A small part of this ( and I refer to the bridge structure only ) should/could be kept 
as both a social and architectural reminder of the importance of the 1960's experiment. 

Other noteable reminders remain in the residential architecture of the 60's and 70's. 
Maybe this iconic structure could house a museum of Cumbernaud's development and 
interesting past? 

The caveat to all of this is that unlike the neglect of past local councils, there should be a 
statutory responsibility for any new ( to include some of the old) development to be 
maintained and promoted nationwide in order to safeguard the new, incorporating the 
old, town centre." 

¶ Eyesore 

¶ Not Answered 
¶ "The megastructure is culturally and socially very important to our heritage.  

It expresses the cultural and social zeitgeist of the times in its ambitious, optimistic 

design. 
The megastructure is the built reminder of the post war mission to ensure Scotland's 
Housing crisis was addressed by creating-well designed new communities based on 

contemporary urban design and traffic planning principles. 
Importantly its future can also be socially and culturally important if it is re-purposed as 
an exemplar of a 'new' town centre." 

¶ Again, the masterplans for the area when created are there, roads have been built, the 
town has grown significantly and we've not preserved any other part of cumbernauld to 
keep it stuck in the 1970s - this is part of that original masterplan, As with updated 

roads, housing, schools, etc. it's time to update the centre of the town and this structure 
must make way for this... 

¶ ¢ƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ŎŜƴǘǊŜ ƴŜŜŘǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ƪƴƻŎƪŜŘ Řƻǿƴ ŀƴŘ ǊŜōǳƛƭǘΦ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŜȅŜ ǎƻǊŜ ǘƻ ƻǳǊ 
town. 

¶ You can't keep something that isn't fit for purpose just to so it can be part of our 
heritage. Put it in a museum and let Cumbernauld be modernised. 

¶ It has never served its purpose. Concrete monstrosity 
¶ ????? It's a shopping centre 

¶ Absolutely  Not! It is holding back a town from developing and thriving. 
¶ IƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭƭȅ ƛǘΩǎ ƻŦ ƛƴǘŜǊŜǎǘ ŀǎ ƻƴŜ ƻŦ ǘƘŜ ƪŜȅ ƴŜǿ ǘƻǿƴ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇƳŜƴǘǎΣ ōǳǘ ƴƻǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ 

extent that all of the housing and amenities should be retained indefinitely! Some of the 

housing has started to be demolished, the centre should be next. 

¶ 9 out of 10 people hate it and needs to be demolished 
¶ I rarely step foot in the place. I visit the occasional shop even more occasionally. I do not 
ƘŀƴƎ ŀōƻǳǘ ŀƴŘ L ŎŜǊǘŀƛƴƭȅ ǿƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ǎǇŜƴŘ ŀƴȅ ƳƻǊŜ ǘƛƳŜ ǘƘŀƴƪǎ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ǊƛŘƛŎǳƭƻǳǎ 
parking charges scam that is allowed in every car park. Perhaps when the place is 

demolished those in charge car ban those companies from returning, as that has 
certainly not helped anything in the town. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ Ǌǳƴ Řƻǿƴ ƻƭŘ ǎƘƻǇǇƛƴƎ ŎŜƴǘǊŜΣ ƴŜŜŘ ƛ ǎŀȅ ƳƻǊŜ 



 

¶ Other than it being well known for its disgusting amenities and awful appearance it has 
had no positive impact on the town or Scotland 

¶ It was probably in Gregory's girl but that's it. 

¶ Again, it has its place in the history of the town but this could be recognised in some way 
in the future planning of the Town Centre. Retaining it in its present form would not be 
serving the cultural heritage of the town in a meaningful way for the residents. It is 
certainly not a source of pride. 

¶ Unless a carbuncle award is suddenly a coveted award then it has no redeeming features 
and the whole town will be improved by getting rid of it. Cumbernauld has plenty of 
other cultural and historic buildings, we don't need this eyesore 

¶ The town should have a focal point but this structure doesn't meet the needs of local 
residents and is a source of embarrassment. For the size and wealth of the town 
nowadays, it should be so much better. 

¶ I reside in Cumbernauld but due to the state and choice do not as I say live there 

¶ Important to be remembered, but not required to keep the building. 

¶ The idea of the town centre is important. The building itself has no importance.  If only 
one small group of people want this building to still exist, why should thousands suffer 
for that? The building has been recorded in all of its states - it does not need to exist to 
be seen. 

¶ It has meaning behind it with the overcrowding of Glasgow but it served its purpose 
decades ago we need to progress as a town and have something that we can be proud 
of and indices people from different areas to come to and want to shop at 

¶ There is little worthwhile in old town centre 
¶ Buildings are outdated and not built for the Scottish weather! 

¶ Cumbernauld is a modern town with 2nd and 3rd generations living and thriving here. 
The population need services to fit their needs and to encourage prosperity, not an ugly 
ΨƳƛǎǘŀƪŜΩ ǿƘƛŎƘ Ŏŀƴ ōŜ ǾƛŜǿŜŘ ƛƴ ōŜǿƛƭŘŜǊƳŜƴǘ ōȅ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ƭƻƴƎ ǘƻ ōŜ ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ōȅ 
their town and not forced to go elsewhere for basic amenities. Scotland has some of the 
mƻǎǘ ƘƛǎǘƻǊƛŎŀƭ ǎƛǘŜǎ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ǿƻǊƭŘ ŀƴŘ ǿƛƭƭ ƴƻǘ ōŜƴŜŦƛǘ ŦǊƻƳ ŀ мфслΩǎ ǇƻƻǊƭȅ ŘŜǎƛƎƴŜŘ 
shopping centre to be added to its treasures. 

¶ "If this monstrosity is a reflection on Scottish culture we have failed as a nation. 
The only benefit to the place is to give ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ǿƘƻ ŘƻƴΩǘ ƭƛǾŜ ƘŜǊŜ ŀ ƭŀǳƎƘϦ 

¶ I do not believe Cumbernauld TC to be an asset in relation to social or cultural identity. It 
is an embarrassment to the town. There are lots of other examples in the town that 
reflect these themes. Socially people will go anywhere that has a place to eat, drink and 
shop and most prefer other locations that are within travel distance. 

¶ The town centre is important but the building is 100% not 

¶ The current town centre from my experience is somewhere to go out of necessity, and 
not for recreational purposes. 

¶ The building is ridiculed Scotland wide and serves as an embarrassment to the people of 
the town. 

¶ No one is interested in seeing a 'new town' that is a failed architectural experiment 

¶ those days are gone, since it became abandoned by the council in the 80s 

¶ Nobody is interested in this building other than to mock it. 

¶ Not in present condition 

¶ See above 



 

¶ Most of it is not being used and in disrepair which contributes to lack of jobs and 
economy. 

¶ ²ƻǳƭŘƴΩǘ ōǊŜŀƪ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǇ мллл ƛƴ a list of things that are important to our culture 

¶ It was an attempt to show modern living in the 60s but is a failed experiment which has 
left an ugly building empty, with no possible repurposing. 

¶ The building is useless and falling apart 
¶ I don't think all types of structure need to be celebrated just because they were 

considered innovative at the time they were built. It has aged badly 

¶ "It is simply an o 
D and tired shopping centre that now makes no sense." 

¶ We are the people that live in the area and are not getting the best service from the 
present building. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƛƴƎ Ƙƻǿ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ƛǎ ǎǘǳŎƪ ƛƴ ǘƘŜ ŘŀǊƪ ŀƎŜǎΦ hƴŜ ƻŦ {ŎƻǘƭŀƴŘǎ ōƛƎƎŜǎǘ 
ǘƻǿƴǎ ŀƴŘ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǳǊŜ ƛǎ ƘƻǊǊŜƴŘƻǳǎΦ LǘΩǎ ǘƘŜ ǘƻǿƴ ǘƘŀǘ ǘƛƳŜ ŦƻǊƎƻǘΦ ¢ƘŜ ŀǊŎƘƛǘŜŎǘǎ 
clearly thought they were ǇƛƻƴŜŜǊǎ ōǳǘ ŎƭŜŀǊƭȅ ǘƘŜȅ ǿŜǊŜƴΩǘΦ 

¶ There is no cultural heritage in this building. 

¶ ϦL ǳƴŘŜǊǎǘŀƴŘ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǿŀǎ ŘŜǾŜƭƻǇŜŘ ŀǎ ŀ ΨƴŜǿΩ ǘƻǿƴ ōǳǘ ǘƘŜǊŜ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ŀ ƭƻǘ ƻŦ 
learning from the mistakes made.  
Eg in most areas, housing estates being built with no pavements, lots of back lanes and 
underpasses - which are often for safety reasons despite feeling really unsafe to use.  

Tall dangling structures like the one above are what gives Cumbernauld the name r it has 
for being grey and depressing.  
This is a huge up and coming area which residents should feel proud of.  
History and how is it dƻŎǳƳŜƴǘŜŘ Ŏŀƴ ƘŜƭǇ ǳǎ ǊŜƳŜƳōŜǊ ǘƘŜ ǿƘȅΣ ǘƘŜ Ƙƻǿ ŜǘŎΦ ǿŜ ŘƻƴΩǘ 
need to retain a ghastly structure to remember the historic importance of the 
development of new towns." 

¶ We have lots of other places that are historical such as the antonine wall. The town 
centre is not a historical place 

¶ It is probably of interest to a very small minority of architects and planners who saw 
modernism as a well-intentioned but ultimately failed experiment. We should not be 
celebrating failures of planning and architecture and perpetuating a dysfunctional and 
non-sustainable structure, i.e. it has had 50 years for the community to grow to love it 
and we have seen that has not happened. 

¶ Only as an example of a failed experiment and a warning against repeating the same 
error. 

¶ CumbernŀǳƭŘ ŀƴŘ ƛǘΩǎ ǇŜƻǇƭŜ ŀǊŜ ƛƳǇƻǊǘŀƴǘ ƴƻǘ ǘƘŜ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎǎ 

¶ People I have spoken to, myself included want a modern fit for purpose town centre. 
One for everyone, shoppers, entertainment, dining and improved buildings that serve 
the community e.g. doctors, town hall, sport complex. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ǊƻƭŜ Ƙŀǎ ōŜŜƴ ŀƴŘ ŎƻƴǘƛƴǳŜǎ ǘƻ ōŜ ŀ ƴŜƎŀǘƛǾŜ ƻƴŜΦ Lǘ ǎŜǊǾŜŘ ŀ ǇǳǊǇƻǎŜ ōǳǘ ƴƻǿ ƛǘ ƛǎ 
an anchor round the neck of Cumberresidents- functional and visually. 

¶ Again there simply is no cultural heritage about the town centre 

¶ See previous answers. 
¶ "I'm not entirely sure I totally understand that question.  

If you mean cumbernauld Town centre generally speaking, this is vitally important to the 
communities that surround it. 



 

If you mean the eyesore of architecture currently in situ, this serves no great purpose as 
does not attract new businesses, and as such is struggling to get the necessary footfall to 

make it a success." 
¶ Photos are enough. We don't need this ugly leaking asbestos infested building to stand. 

Demolish it. 

¶ If it was I think it would have been better taken care of in the first place! 

¶ Absolutely not. Social it is holding back Cumbernauld as a town. 
¶ This building is pointless and mostly abandoned. 

¶ Nothing happens Socially in the Town Centre 

¶ Needs pulled down 

¶ It now is having the opposite effect & making the town a laughing stock. 

¶ Cumbernauld Village has more historical value. 
¶ The people of Cumbernauld deserve a town centre that can give the opportunity for 

social and cultural heritage to be developed. The building as it stands is not it. 
 

¶ What culture?  A vacuous space with no redeeming qualities. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻƭŘ ŀƴŘ ŘŀǘŜŘΦ  ¢ƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ ǎƘƻǳƭŘ ōŜ ōǊƻǳƎƘǘ ǳǇΣ ƴƻǘ ŘƻǿƴΦ 

¶ It holds no social value, the place is half empty most if the time, this is born out by the 
number of stores that have closed over the years due to lack of customers and the 
number of empty units in the newest part that have never been rented out to anyone, 
the only cultural value it has ever had was the culture of underage drinking in the 

deserted top level where the library is 

¶ Everyone I know and a large number of people online have nothing but distaste for the 
building itself, it needs demolished and modernised so that the town can be proud of its 

centre & bring more to the town economy wise. 

¶ Not important at all. Its just an ugly, old, decrepit building. 

¶ It's just a shopping centre in a little town, it isn't a cathedral or part of the Village Old 
House, it's one of at least four shopping centres in Cumbernauld. It isn't special. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ƻǳǘ ƻŦ ŘŀǘŜ 

¶ The centre is full of pound shops & charity shops. Every pub or club has gone downhill & 
there is nothing cultural 

¶ The building appears like a failed project. The original ideas of the town centre have not 
been fulfilled. This is not something that should represent our cultural heritage. 

¶ Not important enough for the residents to be burdened with this outdated hideous 
monstrosity, the carbuncle awards need to stop. 

¶ There is nothing for young families to do here, what was once lauded as a fabulous out 
of town development for families has badly deteriorated, with awful social housing and 
shoppers facilities. People here deserve so much more, we all pay enough into local 
ǎŜǊǾƛŎŜǎΦ LǘΩǎ ǿŜƭƭ ƪƴƻǿƴ ŀǎ ŀ ŎŀǊōǳƴŎƭŜ ƭŜǘΩǎ ǎǘƻǇ ƴƻƴ /ǳƳōŜǊƴŀǳƭŘ ǊŜǎƛŘŜƴǘǎ ōŜƛƴƎ ŀ 
ƭŀǳƎƘƛƴƎ ǎǘƻŎƪ ŦƻǊ ǿƘŀǘ ǿŜ ƘŀǾŜ ŀƴŘ ŦƻǊ ǎƻƳŜ ǘƻ ǎǳƎƎŜǎǘ ƛǘΩǎ ǿƻǊǘƘ ǊŜǘŀƛƴƛƴƎΦ 

¶ Eyesore 

¶ People like my grandparents who were the first generation to move to new towns have 
saw generations of young people shape their life here. Cumbernauld and other new 
towns have unique backgrounds in that the residents all came from other areas and 
formed a melting pot of community. I think we should honour the history and intent 
behind these new towns brewing built and the people that it impacted. 



 

¶ I think the establishment of the town centre is significant yes however I don't believe 
that this building should be the way in which this significance should be exemplified. 
Socially the centre has become run down which is exemplified in the amenities which it 
houses. I think the town centre concept within the new town could be commemorated 
more elegantly within a newly developed hub. 

¶ People from outside Cumbernauld do not come to it. I live here and I go out to other 
places not Cumbernauld Town centre. 

¶ As an urban experiment Cumbernauld has a place in the social and cultural heritage of 
Scotland but that must not stand in the way of creating a town centre that is usable to 
its residents. 

¶ Bigger things to worry about and people.dont.come to.see this anymore 

¶ Only important as something to kick and ridicule us for. 

¶ It is very important that we have a Town Centre but it needs to be one that can 
incorporate everything needed by a town the size that Cumbernauld is now - not what it 
ǿŀǎ ƛƴ мфтлΩǎΦ ¢ƘŜ ŎǳǊǊŜƴǘ ōǳƛƭŘƛƴƎ ŘƻŜǎ ƴƻǘ Řƻ ǘƘŀǘ 

¶ The centre should provide social, retail and business opportunities for the whole 
community. 

¶ The town was built in an era where growth and expansion were happening, to 
accommodate the growing population in, and around, Glasgow. The foundations of the 
town reflect this. The centre building, in particular, however is not required for this 
blueprint to remain in the style it was originally planned. 

¶ It's a shopping centre that had penthouses there's really nothing else to it 

¶ It has no significance or importance to the heritage of Scotland. 
¶ The Town Centre is pretty much what Cumbernauld is known for and ridiculed for. 

¶ Carrickstone has important heritage with links to the Romans and nearby towns croy 
and Kilsyth however not the town centre 

¶ Didn't look nice from new now just an eye sore, dirty and neglected. 

¶ Not used as a proper town centre, no high street, no community links. 

¶ LǘΩǎ ŀ ŎƻƳǇƭŜǘŜ ŜȅŜǎƻǊŜΣ ŜƳōŀǊǊŀǎǎƳŜƴǘ ǘƻ ǘƘŜ ŀǊŜŀ and the community 
¶ Provided the displays and statues are held which hold relevance the buildings should be 

removed and the community be allowed to develop for the future. 

¶ It adds nothing to positive culture and us an eyesore and blight on the landscape.  The 
majority of people in Cumbernauld would like to this demolished and the building of a 

ƳƻǊŜ ŦƛǘǘƛƴƎ ŎƻƴǎǘǊǳŎǘƛƻƴ ƛƴ ƛǘΩǎ ǇƭŀŎŜ 
¶ Our culture can not be defined my card shops & charity shops. 

¶ "Only for being a laughing stock. 
Plook on the plinth award anyone" 

¶ The only thing I can think of is featuring in the film Gregory's Girl, but nothing else. 

¶ The cumbernauld Town Centre has nothing to do with the social or cultural heritage of 
Scotland. 

¶ Everyone that visits here always mentions the poor state of Cumbernauld this is an 
eyesore and is far from important 

¶ Slightly important only from the point of view that it was groundbreaking 60 years ago 
but times change and things move on 

¶ As previously stated in the before 2 questions. 




