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$126=Million F.B.I,
Building, Wamed for
Hoover, Dedicated
In Washington
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The F. :

reaucracies — the F.B.I, the
General Services Administra~
tion, which acts as the offi-
cial “client” for Federal build-
ings, and the architect’s of-
fice itself. This situation was
comphcated by the FBI s
interest in security
priority, and the Pennsylvania _
Avenue Commission’s role as
yet another layer of bu-
reaucracy, albeit one advocat-
ing better design.

Doubtless there will be
some observers who will say
that this is not so bad be-
cause it is, after all, an ap-
g_roprmte symbol of the F.B I,

rue enough :

As the dedication program
says, the building is a “fit-
ting tribute to its namesake,

. Mr. Hoover. (Indeed, it is

understood that the F.B.I. Di-
rector argued for an even
more massive, closed struc-
ture than what was built.
But, tempting as it is to

 pass off the F.B.I. building as

an amusing reflection of

-ernment’s banality, . such a |

view remains unconvincing
and cynical at bottom,.

For a building exists to do
more than symbolize the uses
within; it must play an-active
‘role in the cityscape without.

. This building turns its back.

on the city and substitutes
for responsible architecture a
pompous,- empty monumen-
tality that is, in the end, not
so much a symbol as a symp-
tom—a symptom of some-
thing wrong in Government
gd just as wrong inarchitec-
re. .




