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ABSTRACT
This second interim report on the feasibility of

United States changeover to a metric system stems from the U.S..
Metric Study, which was authorized by Public Law 90-472, and was
prepared- by the National' Bureau of Standards to provide a better
basis for Congressional evaluation of this issue. Participating in
this national survey were. 55 federal agencies, of which, over half of
their individual responding subunits were already using the
International System of Units called -SD measurement units or
SI-based engineering standards. Inspite of the substantial costs
invOlved during aconversion perio , 48 of the 50 affected expect.::

"1.ong-term advantages to outweigh disadvantages for them, and 39
agencies support ;la coordinated national effort to increase use of the
metric system in the United States, with only one agency. in
opposition to the idea. The areas of federal responsibility already
seriously affected, by the current national level of metric system., use
are: (1) autanobile safety, caused by the influx of
metric-dimensioned foreign Vehicles and components, and (2) the
shipbuilding/functions of the U.S. Coast Guard. Increased problems in
the ',area .of ?national responsibility" are expected by over a third of
the 57 reSponding agencies--i-fa-n-laissez fairen government policy
continues. Extensive resource materials are appended,.including a'
glossary; responses to survey questionnaires, and legal problems
attendant on national conversion to SI'units. (AG)
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LETTER OF' TRANSMITTAL

THE HONORABLE PRESIDENT OF THE SENATE
THE-HONORABLE SPEAKER OF THE HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES

SIRS'

I have the horior to preSent the second in the series of interim reliorts
stemming from the U.S. Metric Study, prepared by the Natiorial Bureau of
Standards.

This Study was authorized by Public Law 90-472 to rCduce the many Un-
certainties concerning the metric issue and to provide a better basis upon
which'the,Congress may evaluate and resolve it

I shall make a final report to the Congress on this. Study in August 1971:
`In the meantime. the-data and opinions contained in this interim report are
being evaluated by the Study team at the National Bureau of Standards. My
final report to you will reflect this evaluation.

Respectfully submitted.

Secretary of Commerce

Enclosure



LETTER OF TRANSMITTAL

Honorable Maurice I-1. Stans
Secretary of Commerce ,

Lear Mr. Secretary:.

I have t honor to transmit to you another interim report of the U.S. Met-
ric'Study. which is being conductediat the National Bureau of Standards at
your request and in accordance wyit he Metric Study Act of 1968.

The Study is exploring the sOjects assigned to it with great care. We have
tried to reach every relevants6ctor of the society to elicit their views on the
metric issue and their 'estiniates of the costs and benefits called for in the
Metric_Study Act. Moret4er all of these sectors were given an opportunity/
to testify in the extensive series of Metric Study Conferences that were held
last. year. /

On the basis2t all that we have been able to learn from these conferences.
as well as *numerous surveys and investigationti a final report will be
made to you August 1971 for your evaluation and decision as to any

0;ecommenidations that you may wish to make to the Congress.
T10ttached interim report includes data and other opinions that are still

being evaluated by us to determine their relationship and significance to all
pf the other information that has been elicited by the Study. All of these

/evaluations will be reflected in the final report.

Sincerely.

1-A

Lewis M. Branscomb. Director
National Bureau of Standards

Enclosure
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FOREWORD

.:
All of the agencies of the Federal Government that could be significantly

affected by a metric.changeOver participated in:die. U.S. Metric_ Study.
report brings together and records the views of these agencies -le.cept the
Department of Defense. which is covered`i'n asepat.ate repOrt) on the basic

.questions raised by the Metric Study Act. Public Law 90-472. /-' Reports covering other Substudies. of the U.S. Metric Study are. listed on
the inside front Cover. All of these. inelnding this report. are under evnItia7.
tion.' Hence'. they are published without prejudice to the comprehensive re-
port On 'the 'entire U.S. Metric. Study.: which will be sent 'to the Congress
by the Secret:try Of commerce in August of 1971 z!L'

Cr.
Thisk report was prepared by a Nletric Study teatnhe:tded, Eby Mr. Roy .

CI:krk.. add Mr. John Ni . Tascher, Dr, Joseph II/Cruplish. Mr.
Joseph R Alexa, M rs. Jeanine Murphy and Mrs. Sandra We/n.

We arc grateful to the.55 civilian agencies.of the FedetiiliCtovernment that
participatedin this SUrvey and to the hundreds of indivilluals within these
agencies who iiroyided the, infornintion upon which this report is bltsed.

.In this as in all aspects oldie U.S Metric. Study, the pliiigram has benefited
from the independent, judgMent and thoughtful coupsel of its ndVisOry
lutnel and the many other organiintions: groups, and kommitices that have
mirticipated in the Study.

Daniel V. Dc Simone. Direilor
U.S. Metric Study
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I. 'INTRODUCTION AND

BACKGROUND

Use or a measurement system based principally on the meter. kilogram
and second as ftmdamental units (technically known as the International
System of Units, hereinafter referred to as SI) is well on the way to becom-
'ing-universal in the world outside the United States. Recognizing this the
U.S. Congress in I 968 Iiassed'an At (Public: Law 90 -472)' calling for an in
vestigation of the present, and futtire',effects of increasing worldwide and
domestic metric usage on various : activities in the United *States. or the
present major users'of the" English (our customary) system of measurement.
Great Britain and-South Africa' art: in the midst of I 0-yetir national Metric
conversioii.efforts. and Canada.. Atistralia and NeW Zealand have declared
national policies of eventual convebiotwo the SI as their national measure
ment systeM. \:

The Congress- -in the Metric Study Act 'outlined a comprehensive in-
vestigation to cover divePse-sectors of our society. This Survey of Federal
Government Agencies has fulfilled one aim of the Act by ascertaining the'
present and expected future impacts of worldwide metrication on all likely
affect9d agencies of the Federal. Establishment' and on the constituent activi-
ties of their areas of responsibility in the society at large. The survey also ob-
tained the views of the agencies with regard to the alternative courses °Clic-
!ion open to the United States in an increasingly metric; world.

EFFECTS ON INTERNAL OPERATIONS

Fifty-five Federal agencies participated in this Survey. The "effects on
agency internal operations" part of the Survey is based on responses from

.1 The law. commonly referred to as the Metric Study Act. is included as app. I of this report.
2 Except the Department of Defense. which is being covered by a separate study. :

s. 1'

...



t

CiOVI:ItNNII:Nr: CIVILIAN ACENCIES

some 394 individual subunits within 50 Of the. agencies. It was (*Mind that
more than One-half of the individual respimding entities are already involved
with .it least some use ,of SI measurement units. dd, in sum cases.with.S1-

_based:engineering standards'. Such current usage occurs in eithmktion with
fields which are. largely metric (e.g., electonies, phamaceuticals). to
enhance compatibility with scientific at2tivities. to facilitate international in-
lechange of goods (and of statistics), and to conform to certain U.S. indus-
ty praeticcs. Most respOndents, curently using the Si reported that ad-.
vantages stemming from their metric usage., such as improved operations.
facilitated scientillc intercoOrse, and impt.oved international communica-

7.ZtiliIlti outweigh such disadvantages as lack of employee familiatty with the
system and confusion as it consequece of dual usage:

In view of the foreseeable trends in worldwide and domestic metric usage,,
one-fifth of the surveyed .subunits expect to Make increasing use of the SI in
their WOrk, whatever natiOtittl.policy is decided upon. Some respOndents
they are being pushed iii this direction by Supplier;. Others "ncleaSe
usage of SI in the interest of international communication and CO( dtation.
Some Plan to use the metric System more %Videly, simply for the b mats of

. easier calculations. reducedknors middle operational improveinent that it
. brings. Fully. 43 percent of the 394 subunits do not plan to,expand.their own

use of the metric syStem. and do anticipate growing Measurement-related dif-
fieulties. Expected difficulties in tlftl absence. of increased adaptation to
worldwide metric usage include: confusion due to dual measurement system
usage. increased training requirethents. More measurementconversions.and

7-interfacings between parts designed in the two sy;aems larger dual invento-
ries. and increasing-international eommunications. and 'cooperation diffiettl-
ties.

A-concerted program of U.S. metrication would I ) ,bring all the ad-
vantages of current metric usage listed above. (2) eliminate the distid-
vAntages, once conversion is coMpleted and (3) solve the problents imposed
by the worldwide Situation. However. there would be certain added costs of
operation imposed, on Federal agencies by the conversion' effort. Even with
conversion of measurement units alone, employees already on duty would
have to be 'trained and the ge*Peral PopulaCe familiarized with the new
system. measuring instruments converted or,replaced. publications revised.
legiSlation involving specified weights or measures amended and somecom=
puler programs (e.g.. air traffic control) .rewritten. -With-cdnversion also of
engineering standards to a rational SI base.ihere would he additional expen-
ses for extra standards-developing activity, and for maintaining a degree of
dual inventory of parts as long as customary-engineered equipment remains
in use:

The Stirvey of Federal Government Agencies sought "best guess" esti-
mates of what added costs might amount to. and what permanent annual
savings might accrue after conversion. Although.a few areas oluncertaiiity
remain, it is believed that the Survey has obtained a good indication of the
expected magnitude of such cost impacts. The annual added cost to the
Federal budget (exclusive of the Defense Department) of a 10-year coor-
dinated national metrication effort includihg revision of engineering stan-

tt
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)
Janis would appear to be on the order of S58 million. For conversion to the
metric nietiscreMent latiguage.only. the 10-year annual. cost is estimated:is.
.143?.. I million: Put another way, the per caata cost to'each U.S.' citizen I 1970
census figures) liar the Federal Establishment (exclusive of the Defense 1)e- :

part mem I. to ticeomplish. its part of a Coordinated national metricipion effort.
including revision of engineering standards. over Ill-ye:it. period would ap-
pear to total: S3 at the outsitIC..,After completion of Ihe minsitiOn land in-
definitely thereafter) annual dollar savings from complete metrication areex
peeled to amount to $7:4 million (for the language-only conVersion to S4.3
million). Put another way, it would appear that 7 to 8 yetirs of post-transition
dollar savings would reciwer I year's transition costs. For reasons discussed
in the report, these rat es,or dis ount of future benefitS tire probably high: costs
are very likely overstated. al d 'dollar benefits almost certainly understated.

.

In spite of the very real costs that would be involved. 48 of the 50 agencies
expect that long-terntadv.antageS of a U.S. metric etmversion would out.

weigh disadvantages from their, point or view. -Fbus.. it is not too surprising...._.

that 39 of the surveyed agencies supporta coordinated national effort to in-
crease use of the Metric system in the United States.\An additional six agen,
cies reported that they_are not iiPgreciably :diet...Ilea by the. measurement:
syste,ti. or engineering standards ilt\tit!..) ()pposition to coordinated U.S.
metrication at the agency level was 'limited to one agency." which had a
majority of responding subunitS opposed tothe change.

AlthOugh' the estimated costs to the Federal budget for a conversion of
,Metfxitrementunits only aresilbstantially less than for It conversion including.
engineering standards. a number of respondent s' feltt he former nitiVe
impose permanent cAytt increases and Operational impairment' edue to fife
confusions of describing "customary" standards and equipment inthe
langtriage). while for them conversion of both standarils would .

bring cost ,d,eereases and operational imProvement..Some respondentS,Sitited
that conversion of measuremenrunits only would be a less than hale-ay
measure which would not solve the real problems (of,eqUipment and product
incompatibilities). .Thits, strong feelings were expressed in some agencies
that. if we abandon Mieltlissez Puts v approach to metric ustige. We should
then go all the way" and briinur engineering standards into line With the
metric measurements. .

J
A consensus t.)k. the individual responding entities favors 10 years as a

reasonable tinie frame in which conversion of measurciuent activities in the\U.S. to the use of SINunits could be subsLinti.illy completed. "Optimum"
transition periods would vary for different kiwis or activities. Because Of' this
it would be essential to devise a carefully organized plan for coordination of
conversion moves throughout the society.

EFFECTS ON AREAS OF NATIONAL RESPONSIBILITY

The urrent level of metric system use in this country has already seri-
ously affected two areas of responsibility of the Federal Establishment: the

(
3 The SOcial Sec nistrinion in the Depart men of Health. Ethic:Ilion anti Weir :ire.

10
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functions of the U.S; Coast Guaid with respect.to shipbuilding (verification
.

of compliance With Safety and other standardS), and the area ofoutomobile
safety: 1p the latter case the influx of metriedimetiiioned for6ign vehicles
and components is requiring special toolsTor tics Vicin and special blueprints

, for, safety standards. Slightly over tinethiml of the' 5, agency responses' in
the .Hies of national 91. the' Survey expect increasing
measurement lelated!iiroblems. which, in the absence of a concerted: ita-
tional 'Metrication effort; will range up to substantial or serious with regard
to their area-of responsibility.
.; Or these 57 agency respondents. 28 sec, U.S. Metrication faeilitating tit&

activities within their areas of respcinsibilityand their interaetions therewith..
'.31.tlivOr increased U.S. metrication (most endorsing it emirdiniited national
progfam), and only one Opposes any tuitional. program. :

CONCLUSION

Thus. the Siirvey of Federal aovernment Agencies found substantial ex7:

Atiectation of increasing probleMs in the ,Fedeml Establishment with con-
nuation of a laisk?z,filire policy toward 'Metrication, and widespread feeling\ that a coordinated national: effort to increase the use of SI measurement

units and engineering standards in the .1.1:S, is desirable. IA broad consensus
of the Federal agencies and responding subunits expect that the longzterm
aayantages, of such a move would clearly 'outweigh any Short-term diSi.1
vantages. even includingthe substantial costs that would be involved during
the conversion period.

Some agencies were asked for responses on several' "areas of national.responsibility" and
some lig.encies were not asked for'responses. Thus, the number of inputs to this part of the sur-
Vey doeS not equate to the ovefll,nit tuber of agencies covered.

ti
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II. NATURE OF THE SURVEY

Public Law 46-472. which authoriZed the U.S. Metric Study, directed that
the Study "consult and cooperate with other government agencies, Federaf..
state. and local" in carrying out the investigation: A survey of Federal
Government Agencies was therefore established to kkssess the effects of met
rications on Federid Governinent functions. Other studies were established
to determine the...effects on the Departtnent of Defense and on state and
local governments. This report thus concerns Federal agencies other than
the. Department of Defense.

The Federal Government Survey ascertaii;ed the effects of metrication on
(I) the internal operations of the partkipating agencies and (2),the areas of
national responsibility of these agencieS...

The first aim of the Survey, the impact of metrication on the internal
Operations of agencies, was to determine: \\

(1) theeXtent of present metric usage in government agencies:
(2) the impaet of increasing wOrldWide use of the metric system on U.S.

government programs:

(3) the extent to which Federal agencies plan to increase metric usage
in the absence of a nationally planned metrication program:

(4) the impacts of metrication on the agencies under alternative na-
tionally-planned programs to convert to the metric system;'

The study sought to determine the impacts of metrication on internal operations of the agen-
cies under three different assumptions as follows (the assumptions are defined in greater detail,
within the sample copy of the questionnaire in app. 3. See particularly p. 58 and pp. 61. 62)
(footnote continued in p. 6): f4.

.Q.
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FEDERAL GOVERNMENT: CIVILIAN AGENCIES

(5) how the.agencies would introduce the metric systein: and
(6), whether the agencies faYor a coordidited metricatioh program.

The-second aim of the Survey, the impact. of metrication, on agency areas,
of national responsibility. was to seek estimates of the.erfeas of metrication
on:

(a) national actiyitiesoYer Which, Federal auencies have responsibility
(for example. transportation:. communications): and

lb) the ability of the Federal agencies to perform, their missions with
respect to those "areas of national sespongibility."

The Survey defined area of national responsibilitym.4i "complex" or
"system" such as transportation. food and fiber. or international affairs.
Most such "systems" are largely within the private of the U.S. econo-
my. Concerning areas of national 'responsibility. the study sought' an agen-

.cy's estimates of the present impact and probable. future' impticts of evolu-
tionary measurement usage change or of. planned metrication on the ability
of the transportation system (for example) to function. ResponSes-were
sOught under two different assumptions: ( I ) no national metrication effort.
and (2) a nationally coordinated metrication program. The Survey also
asked how metrication would affect the ,nbilit y of the agency in performing
its mission with respect to its area of national responsibility. Finally. the Sut-
yey asked the agencies whin action should be taken with respect to.the in-
creasing Yorla-i-Yide and domestic use of t e metric system. ThrSUrvey,'
preferred -that the opinions expressed, be to..-6"-of the agencies rather, than
those of the .age.ncies'constituents (e.g..: manu icturers). The U.S. Metric

Study had other surveys designed to obtain. the views.of nongovernmental
sectors.

These questions.Yere aimed at providing estimates of impacts of metrica-
tion on the nongovernmental sector of society 'rom the Government's vieW7
point, a viewpoint not included in any of the other surveys within the Metric
Stitdy. Also they evaluate the impact of metrication on the interfaces
between the Government and the areas of national responsibility over which
it has cognizance.

It was decided early in the Survey that the questionnaire method was the
most practicable approach to getting the needed information. Knowledgea-
ble respondents within the agencies were asked to proYide answers on the
basis of "best. judgment:" It was recognized that the short time period would

"Assumption I. No concerted national program to increase the use of the metric measure-
ment units and/or metric engineering standards inn world of increasing metric usage.

^Assumption //. A nationally planned program to increase the use of SI metric measure -
ment units (language only). After p 10-year period of transition. SI meaStirement units will be
used throughout the U:S. it allnew and reviled documents except for desciThing existing custo-
mary hardware. replacement parts therefore. and interfaces therpwith.

r Assumption ///. A nationally planned program to increase the use of metric measurement
units and metric engineering standards. Metric engineering standards. as well as metric mea-
surement units. will be used for all new and redesigned products :Mei a 10-year period of transi-
tion.

13



NATURE OF THE SURVEY

preclude any extensive..research on the part of\tke.....: resp9Adents to obtain
.1

more comprehensive answers.. ;.
.

Costs were to exclude all added Pt reduced prOcurement and contracting .

costs, except "specialized hardWare" deSigned to the.buyer's speeilications"
and not .available. off the Since the Metric Study 'considered the
Federal 'Government as711 constimer of gobds and services." these excluded
increased costs were covered by other surveys such as the manufacturing in-
dustry survey. All other consumers would also have.to pay these increased
cost. In some cases. however; such as spacecraft 'purchases by the National
Aeronautics and Space AdMinistration. (NASA) or nueleati devices by the
Atomic Energy Commission (AEC). the contracting costs increases were in-
chided, since the.Government is virtually the only purchaser. ..

The Federal! Survey team selected fOr participation in the Survey only
those government agencies which would probably be significantly affected.
by metrication.. With this in mind, 35 departments and independentagenties
were chOsen. With the subagencies in some Departments (e.g.. Maritime Ad- .
ministration in Commerce: Office pi Education in Health, Educatipn and/ Welfare: or U.S. Coast Guard in Transportation), the total number Of stir-.
veyed agencies came to 55. As pointed out earlier, the Department of
Defense wavnotineltidellin this survey.

Letters were .'sent out on October 31...1968 under. the signature of the
Secretary of.Commerce to the heads of the 35 agencies asking them' to itp-

. point members of^their staffs to provide liaison with the Federal Survey
: team. The team then met With each of the appointed liaison representatives
to explain the seope and methodology of the Survey..

.NASA was asked to be the subject of a pilot survey to test the effective-
ness of the team's approach and its questionnaire format on an agency-wide
basis. The questionnaires were sent out to the 1.

were
NASA Centers on Febru-

ary 6, 1970, and the completed questionnaires ere to be returned by.March
10, 1970. The results from the pilot survey appeared to be 'satisfactory.
Some changes were 'Made in the, questionnaire format as a result of
suggestions.2 .

Once the pilot survey was undertaken, the liaison representatives were
asked to ptovide lists of subdivisions in their ailencies which they thought
would be affected by metrication. Due to.the lack of time and resources for
eventual analysis of*the questionnaire returnS:-.IEFSurvey team wanted to
keep the questionnaires from proliferating. Therefore, the representatives
were asked to confine their lists ofrespondents to only those groups which
would significantly affected by metrication, now or in the fhture.IIn some
cases, therefore, only one respondent waschosen within a large bureau. .The.
Federal Survey team, thought that this rifle approach would more likely bring.
out the information it needed.than the "shotgun" or the umbrellaapproach.
where each bureau -level organization would provide.input for its functions,
whether any would be affected by metrication or not.

Included as respondents were those nong&ernmental facilities which per-
form virtually all their work for the \Government (for example. the Jet.

See app. 3 for copies of the survey questionnaires.
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Propulsion Laboratory. of the California Institute of Technology for NASA.
and the Sandia Laboratories of Sandia Corporation for AEC). However.
grantees receiving grants from Federal agencies (such as NSF grants for
scientific research) were not included, since purchasesby these grantees' will

_be:covered by other surveys within the Metric Study. Programs of the state
and local governments (even though part of the programs' funding may come
from the .Rederal Governments) were not included in the.' Federal. Sur-
vey examples of these:are public school expenses and changing of highway
signs on-completed interstate roads since theSe costs are being covered by
other surveys in the U.S. Metric Sttidy..

In April 1970. the Federal Survey team proyided the agency representa-
tives' with an adequate number of questionnaires for their agencies. The
representatives were then responsible ,for distributing the questiOnnaires to
the respondents within the agencies and also for providing guidance to the
respondents in completing the questionnaires.

The liaisOn representatives were asked to .analyze the questionnaire
responses and develop an overall'response for their agencies. As an aid in
preparing the s.turtinitg. the Federal Survey team. sent a suggested 'outline
(copy included on p. 74) to each of the representatives. This outline was the
baSis.on which the final agency summary was.to: be prepared. The agency
responSes!along with the completed questionnaireS, were to be returned by
June15th to the Federal Government Survey team.

The Federal Survey then collated andinalyzed the results and wrote the
summaries of the agencies' responses according to the standard format. The
time limit precluded the Study .from contacting the respondents to straighten
out any but the most obvious contradictions and inconsistencies whichap-

,peared in the returned questionnaires. Zr
The Survey team then .returned the completed agency .sumtpafies-to the

liaison representatives for their comments' and approval. pdept for minor
editorial changes. the summaries which /appear in appe,dot 7 of this report
are identicallo those approved by the agency representatives. T,h.e detailed
information therein is analyied in/broader perspective in the follo.wing two

'chapters of this report. ,Chapter,111 covers metric impacts on agency internal
operations. Chapter IV covers metric effects on the agencies' areas' of na-
tional responsibility. /
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III. METRIC IMPACTS ON AGENCY
INTERNAL OPERATIONS

Present SituationThe information presented in this part of the survey of
Federal Government agencies was obtained from 394 subunit respondentsin
50 Federal departments and agencies. (See app. 4 for tabulated responses.)
Two hundred_ and twenty-one (57%) of these offices reported they are al
ready making at least some use of metric measurement units and roughly half
that number are involved with metric-based engineering standards. Signifi-
cant examples of current metric usage reported by !Federal agencies are
listed in table I. Such occurrences fall in several general categories:.( I) in

`,connection with scientific activities 'using metric. (2) in the interest of inter -
n'h(ional communications and coopeiation. (3) attendant to the purchase'and
use of metric-dimensioned equipment (foreign. or in some cases U.S.-made).\and (4) to conform to U.S. industry practices.

Table I

Significant Current Uses of the Metric System in Federal Goyernment
Agencies

In connection with scientific research:

Agricultural Department of Agriculture

Health services Department of HEW, NI H

Building, electronic, product dvaluatiOn design ana analysis of nuclear
reactors and nuclear radiation standards, electrical and- electronic
metrology National Bureau of Standarc),f-(N BS)

9
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--
Table I "Continued

Various laboratory activities Tren.tary Department. Tennessee Valley
whorily. Government Printing Office

Scionific documentation- (Wire Of Science & Teclutology.. National
.S.ience Foundation. .

R D contract assistance.= Small Busine.vs A thninistration

In actiCities closely related to science:

Health and mental health. services Department of I.1 ER', Veterans Ad-
ministration .

Nuclear reactor engineeringMaritimeAdministration
Nuclear plant planning. procurement. fueling - Tennessee. Valley

Authority

In other engineeting activities:

Electronic (Vice of Telecommunications, Departmiti of Commerce:
Office of Teleo)timuniations, DepartmencofTranspO rtaiiim: Federal
Communications Commission: Office of Telecommunications Policy.

Marine electrical and electronic Maritime Administration

Voluntary engineering standards (most include metric equivalents)
EngineerinxStandards Service in NBS

'In science and engineering:

Atomic Energy Comniissiotr-NASA (see text)

In connection with international communications. cooperation. trade:

Communications. U.S. Inform ation Agency

Overseas contractual services State'llepartment, USIA
Design of buildings to be built in metric countriesState Department

. Cooperation Federal A Iloilo,' Administration. U.S. Coast G lucid ..)1`
Design and construction of intermodal containers and haibing

equipment Maritime Administration

Formulation of international rules for shipsMaritime Administration
Evaluation of foreign ship components Maritime Administration
Trade statisticsDepartment of Agriculture

U.S. tariff schedules U.S. Tariff Commission.

Freight tariffs on file Federal Maritime Commission

li

bar
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Table I Continued

.

\.. .... '.
I fiternational engineering involvement and cooperationZ Tennessoe

trolley Authority . ..,'

Emergency planning regarding maritime shipping (Mier (if Einergency
Preparedness

Attendant to use of foreign -made equipment:

Communications. optical 1./..S. Postal Service

Surveying. topographic mapping. photogrammet Tennessee _l'alley
A ii/hOrity

Power. generation.yansmission;distribution Tennessee lialley A Illhority

Dictated by U.S. industry practiCe:.

Control of dangerous drugs Department (Ousiice.

'Assistance- to dritg and pharmaceutical businessesSBA

I .abor statistics and standards Department (!Labor
Regulatory .provisions - Other (if Hazardous .Alateriafs in Departnuitt

QrTranspqrrath.pn---, '
. .

With increasing amounts of U.S. .manufactured equipMent and instru-
ments designed and calibrated in metric Tennessee lialley'Au iority

Particularly noteworthy-is the measurement situation in the Atomic Ener-
gy Commission (AEC) and the National Aeronauties and Space Administra-
tion (NASA), both of which reported .heavily. mixed (customary and metric)
measurement usage. Nuclear science and most -electronic, chemical and
nuclear engineering activities are done in metric: mechanical engineering ac-
tivities in AEC are largelybut not entirely 'in customary measurements.,
while plant engineering is almost excluSively customary. Since all of these.
activities are intimately mixed in AEC's work, dual measurement usage-.
with its attendant conversion and interfacing problems and pOssibilitiCstbr
error, is the prevailing situation. NASA has a similar measurement environ-
ment. with metric widely used in basic research. laboratory anales.. elec-
ironic's, fluid mechanics, in certain hardware (e.g., optical equipment). and in
areas.where international programs are important, while such usage is rare
in mechanical engineering and design. fabrication. technical and support,
facilities and plant engineering.

Understandably most of the respondents reporting current metric usage
listed one or another-advantage thereof iritlie areas of intercourse with scien-
tific activities, international communicatiOns and cooperation. operational
improvement through.easier calculations and reduced errors, and in some
cases cost savings.- Several offices in the Department of Agriculture neces-
sarily make extensive use of metric measures in connection with interna-
tional trade and statistics for international comparisons. The Marititne Ad-.
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ministration in the Departmeni of Cothmerce derives improved capability
for evaluating foreign competition from its use of:metric. The Department of
Labor employs metric units in some of its standards and statistics to conform
to certain U.S. industry practices. The- U.S. Coast Guard finds its use-of the..
metric syStem advantageous in regard_ to reyiew,.pf.drawiiigs-imd specifica-
tions. 'particularly in the field_ of-marine-safety. In the Librhry of Congress.

. the Printsiin.dl?hotograPhs Division measures print-sizes and motion picture
film-gaUges in metric, asserting it. can therebr'tibmiriperiternraigilement
accuracy." -

Some respondents reported such disadvantages as confusion resulting
from dual usage. cost increases (e.g., for maintenance of extra tools). difficul-
ties in obtaining metric-sized-replacement parts: and the Present preference
of most U.S. industry and engineering for the customary sYstem. The only
widely-reported disadvantage. was employee unfamiliarity with the metric
system. It should. be noted that:these reported difficulties have been imposed
by strictly laissez faire' metrication. and it would not appear. practical to
eliminate theM by. an attempt' to arbitrarily return- to emirelj% customary
usage. Besides. sink metric usag6 has been adopted for good reasons, such
an attempt to reverse the trend would impose its ,own costs. economic or
otherwise. .

Anticipated Situation in the Absence of Coordinated National Mettieation
The Federal agencies were asked to predict probablechanges in their meg-
surement langinige or engineering standards practice, under the assumptions
that .there is no7coliceried national program to increase use of the metric
system in the. United Statesthat our Iaissez.faire policy toward. measure-
ment usage continues within an increasingly metric world (Assumption I). In
this eventuality, 84 of the 394 'individual sespondents expect to increase
their use of metric measurements- and/or metric-based engineering stan7
dards. Most of these offices mentioned the increasing worldwide' and
domestic usage as a reason for their expecting to make these 'changes: Of the

\ 84 respondents.. 17 listed improved quality of work or performance. 10 men-
tioned time and/or cost savings. and 22 cited an expectation that' their sup-
pliers may force change on them as further reasons for expecting to increase
their own metric usage.

In the Department of the Interior: the Bureau of Commercial Fisheries ex-
pects virtually complete metrication of its operations by 1980. The Bon-
neville Power Administration expects increased use of metric units and stan-
dards in view of increasing international trade in the kinds of equipment it
purchases. The National Park Servide plans to convert its civil engineering
'activities to metric by 1982 for the resultant time and cost. savings:. A
number of respondents either already have policies for or plan to move in the.

'direction of increased use of metric in their publications including the Bu-
rear! of Reclamation, the Coast and Geodetic.Surtey, the National Bureau
of Standards. all units in the Environmental Health ServiCe (Department. of
Health. Education and Welfare), and the National Aeronautics and Space
Administration..In the Treasury Department. the Bureau of agraving and
Printing antieipates'grOwing.,metric usage attendant to increasing ..interna-
tional interchange' of supplies and equipment. :The BUreau of Narcotics and

19,
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//
Dangerous Drugs in the Department Of Justice is encouraging the drug in-
d.ustry toward total-metrication to enable more effectivc and efficient control
of these substances. .

The Department of Agriculture observed that the product of one-fourth of
.U.S. farm acreage. goes to markets whidh are going to he metric. and the
.units of trade must be provided on the buyer's terms. This is affecting. the
Marketing Economics Division. the Foreig,p Development and Trade Divi-
sion. the Export Marketing Service and the Foreign Agricultural Service: In
the Environinental. Science Services Administration (now incorporated in
the National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration. NOAA). the Na-

,..
tional Environmental Satellite -Center is pressured between the metrication
demands of increased international exchange of satellite data and the
preference of those with whom it interfaces domestically for customary mea-
sures. and expects slow growth in itsuse of metric. All (241-surv'eyed
siOns of the Nalional Bureau of Standards expect to increase their .use of

.
metric measures and I ()Of these their use of SI-based engineering standards.
at least in their publication and in many Cases also in their research activi-
ties. The Office of Ports and'Intermodal Systems in the Maritime Adminis-
tration anticipates-increaSea metrication as a consequence of international.

. agreenients. The Office of TelecommUnicationS (Department of Com-, ,
merce). largely metric already. plans to eliminate one vestige of customary.
USage by-Converting miles to meters in frequency management and radio sta-
don

,

location records. '

Four offices in the National AirPoslrull9n Ctintrol Adminis'iration foresee
their'metric usage necessarily increasing lie to increasing cooperation with .

international standards organizations and the demands of national consisten-
cy in data reporting-the Bureau of Criteria and Standards expects to he en .

tirely converted to SI in 1973. In the Health Services and Mental Health
, Administration of HEW. metric usage is expected to grow along with that of.

the health professions at large. In the pepartment of Transportation. the Of-
rice of .Harzardous-'Materials anticipates a regulatory provision for free cho-
ice of units in the activities under its purview, because of pressure from sup-
pliers and increasing worldwide use. The Office of International -Aviation
Affairs and the Systems Research and Development Service in FAA expect
increasing metric usage for the same reasons. In the.Atomic Energy Com-
mission four divisions plan to increase employment of SI units and stan-
dards, among them: Isotopes DeVelopinent -"to eliminate the attention
required by (use ofl the dual system." and Space Nuclear- for "uniformity
and consistency. and increased. 6,1arityland efficiency of programs." The
General Services Administration (GSA) and the Government Printing Of-
fice point out that they must. Ofoecessity. follow U.S. suppliers' practice on
measurement usage. and the Federal Supply Service and the Standardization
Division in GSA expect this to force growing metric usage on their agency.
Nine of the 10 NASACenters anticipate.increasing metrication. giving such ,

reasOns as "increasing influence of science on engineering." "increased par-,
ticipation in international programs" and "international standardization.".
and the ."advantage of a single system." Three of the Centers expect im-
proved quality, of performance of activities, and one (Marshall Space Flight

4
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('enter) even expect slime or cost savings from this unilateral.metrication. In
the Veterans Administration, the Office of the Assistant Chief Medical
Director for Professional Services expects to expand metric usage in the Ad-
ministration to reduce the ConfuSion of the dual 'system. The Engineering
Division in the Government Printing Office foresees-growing involvement
with the SI in connection with. purchase of foreign equipMent. Two offices
in the Library of Congress plan metri9tion for the advantages of "universal
terminology.".. "accuracy in communications.** and "elimination of dual
usage." .

The third set of data sought under Assumption I pertains to the extentto
which the Federal civilian agencies would encounter growing measurement-
related problems .if the U.S remains officially on the customary system wIlile.
worldWide metrication proCeeds. Of the 394 individual subunit respondents.
168 (43 %) replied that they do not plan to.increase their useof metric mea-
sures unilaterally, and they doanticipate growing measurement-related '
problems. Such respondents were foimd in3ti.- of the Mkurveyed ageticies.,
(AnadditiOnal.39 respondents who expect to expand their own metric usage,
nevertheless anticipate.,growing problems as aeonsequence of worldwide
metrication.) Diffieulti& will affect the general areas of training personnel.
Am& dimensioning of products. dual inventories, conversions and inter-,
lacings between thetwopeasurement systems. and international communi-
cations and coOperatioh' All surveyed agencies which are significantly- in-
volved with international relations (including the. Department of State. the
Department of Agriculture. iliC United States Information Agency. and the
National Aeronautics and Space Adthinistration) foresee growing interna-

A

tional communications diffieuhies. The Department of Agriculture pointed
out that the present situation already requires conversions or dual dimen-
Sioning of statistics on. prodtiotion and international trade for nearly all corn-
modities. Nearly all exporting countries use or have announced plans to use
metric .theasurements for international trade statistics. as iSlhecase with in-
ternational organizations. This Departm4t ..also pointed out, that there are
problems other than cost and inconvenience: for example. confusion or error
as to whether a pesticide spray residue tolerance is given in grains or grams
could have serious consequences. The Department of Transportation. in-
cluding the Federal Aviation Administration, the U.S. Coast G i lard and the
Bureau of Public Roads, and the United States Tariff Commissi Respect in- .

creasing legal difficulties as a consequence of the rest oft he worlid*s adoption
of- metric. More than half of the respondents in the General S6vices Ad-
ministration and most respondents in the Government PrintinOffice ex-
pect prOblems including increased inventories itrf i. s situation. The National
Aeronautics and Space Administration expects some failure of equipment
and errors in manufacture due to incompatibility or. discrete differences
resulting from.dual dimensioning if it does not extend its own use of metric
measurements. (See app. 4 for numbers of respondents.- by ageney.anticipait- i
ing groWing problems under Assumption I.)

.
.

Anticipated Impacts of a Planned National Program to Increase the USe of
Metric Measurement Units -The next set of questions in the survey. of
Federal Gov,ernment agencies pertained to the assumption of a nationally -.

1
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.
planned program to increase the use of metric measurement units (language'

only) in the UnitedIStates (Assumption I I). After a .10-year period of transi-

tion. SI measurement units would be used throughout the U.S. in all ne* and

revised documents. Hardware and engineering' standards Would not be al-

tered for measurement reasons. although the ,former would be described in

metric units and the latter translated into metric terms. (Steiipp. 3. pp. 53
and 61. for detailed definition of Assumption II.)

The agencies were'zisked. what long-term ad vantages.ethdhii. disadvantages
such a measurement-language change would hold for their internal opera:

(ions. and 'to estimate whether the advantages would outweigh the disad-
vantages. All of the -obvious aaantages of general use in the U.S. of a
uniform. universal,. decimal-based measurement syStem were listed by
respondents to the survey: operational it) tprovement through simplified mea-
stiremems and caleolations and reduced errors.`faciTiticommitnication
with related scientific activities.. improved international communication.
fiteilitated evaluation of products of U.S. and foreign origin, and cost
savings. The Department of State. the United States Information Agency.
and the Department'bf Agriculture observed that general employment of the

metric system in the U.S. would simplify anti facilitate the work of all offices
which interact -id any way with foreign countries. The Treasury Department
feels that providing' uniforMity with other countries for theie xchange of infor-

mation and data would lead to increased international interehange and trade.
The Department of TranspOrtation foresees simplification- of regulatory
standards from metric usage. and the U.S. Coast Guard anticipates reduced
computer (memory) core requirements from the use ofmetric .naeasures. The

Office of Technical and Advanced Planning in the U.S. Postitl Service be-
liCYCS the metric system would be easier for the mailing public to compre-
hend and apply. The U.S. Tariff Commission anticipates improveestatisti-
cal reporting of imports and faCilitated analysis of worldwide trade. mt.'.

Government Printing Office (GPO) sees easier computations. error retitle-
.

don and time savings inherent in using the metric system in preparing price
scales. pricing of receipt and issues for inventory items. and in platemaking
operations. GPO also expects that its computer programming would be

moreuniform and simplified: .

Of the. 394 individual respondents. 32 expect they would encounter long-

.. term disadvantages after completion of a planned national prOgrani for U.S.'
adoption or Metric measurement units. The most frequently cited diSad-
vantages were operational impairment and operating cost increases, usually

attendant to the operation and .maintenance of pre-existing equipment and
structures designed in the customary system but nOw to he described in met-.

roc units.' Operational difficulties would also he encountered as a con-
s--

sequence of the dimensional translation of customary engineering standards
into metric measurement units..since in many cases the translationwould
result in inconvenient to handle dimensional numbers. FOr this reason
several hardware-oriented 'offices forecast long-term operatiOnal impairment
and cost increases as a consequence. of a measurement-language only

change. but gave opposite responses regarding AsSumption III (see below):

22
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these. include the. Office of Design and Construction and the Material
Evaluation and Development Laboratory in the General Servicg. Adminis-
tration. the Letter Mail Equipment/Branch in the U.S. Postal Service.

. and the. Office of Construction in the Veterans 4dministration. The next
most noteworthy disadvantage mentioned was lack of comparability of
data for previous years. This pi-obably would be faced by a number of agen-
cies which maintain statistical time series. These offices would have to de-
cide on a scaries-by7series basis whether tO convert past data in two or at the
time-comparisons are made. Use of computers would make the data conver-
sion straightforward.

The Bureau of Land Madagement in the Department of the Interior raised
the prOblem of the inconsistency between the metric system and the
established system of land measurement in the United States. based as it is
on the statute mile. which is subdivided into 80 chains. (See app. 6. "Legal
Problems", pp. 93. 94.) However, the .Bureau observed that our customary
land measures could be expressed in Metric units, since all resurveys result
in fractioM of chains and fractions of acres, and these are carried only to the
nearest one-hundredth (.01) of a chain or acre.' The Bureau stated-that.
"Providing no attempt is Made to change,aill past records,.no problems are
anticipated if future work were to be biased on the metric system."

.

Of the total 394respondents. 231 (66% of those replying to the question)
. expect that. as far as their internal operations are concerned, long-term ad-.

vantages of a planned national program for U.S. adoption of the metric mea-
surement language would outweigh any long-term disadvantages. Forty-six
respondents (13% of those replying) do not think Iong-term advantages
would outweigh disadvantages'. Thc only agencies with pluralities of rospon-
dentS believing that advantages would not predominate under this Assump-
tion (II) were. the U.S. Travel SerVice in the Department of Commerce and
thcl Federal Trade Commission. The following either stated agency-level
views that advantages would predominate or had no individual respondents
whO did not so.think: Department of the Treasury. Department of.Justice,

. Patent Office. Environmental Health Service. Social Security Administra-
tion. Office of the Secretary of Transportation: Federal Highway AdMinis-
tration. Federal

the,

Administration. Ciyil Aeronautics Board, Federal
Commtmications Commission. Interstate Commerce CommissiOn. National
Aeronautics and Space Administration (Centers). National Science Founda-
tion. Tennessee Valley Authority. U.S. Information Agency. U.S. Tariff
Commission. Veterans Administration (for health services activities other
than construction), and Office of Science and Technology (Executive Office
or the President).

The Federal. agencies were asked to list the problems such a
measurement-language change would raise for them. and how they would go
about implementing such a move. /11 offices using measurement would be
involved to some degree with training of already on-board persbmiel. (A

ww
1/A possibility'to. he considered would even be retention of the acre as the unit of land area

measure. redefining it in terms of metric linear unitsi.e.. one acre " 4007.5m2. Note that the.practical tolerance cited above. I/100 acre rz40m2. ThuS the suggested conversion falls
wellrithin the accepted tolerance range.

23.
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number remarked that the greatest disruption caused by conversion would-
be in the area of employee response to thechange and in the need to re-edu-
cate person nel.)The Federal Aviation Administration observed that retrain-.
ing would pose particular difficulties in its Airports Service.....involving extra
workloads for air traffic controllers and flight personnel and demands on air-..
ground communications time. The Environmental Data Service (in
vironmental Science Services'Administratio'n) would have a special cduca-.
tion problem with its cooperative observers., who are drawn from thegeneral
public. (The public would of Course be infornied about the metric system for

-;.
everyday use.). Jo

Other common tasks of implementation would include: revising drawings..
data reporting forms and schedules..and technical publications: rewriting ....
standards...preparine,conversion tables and omnibus, regulatory changes:
converting data bahl0 of statistical. historical and design.information: revis-
ing specifications for equipment andtsimplieprocurement:-and..:aniending.
relevant legislation to incorporate metric units: Partitularefforts in the latter
regard would be required in the Treasury Department (customs regulations).
the Department of the Interior (basic U.S. land surveYlaws), some offices in
the Department of Agriculture. the Food and Drug Administration, the
Federal Trade Commission and .the U.S. TaritT Commission.' The Tariff

. Commission would also be involved in renegotiation of trade agreements.
Several 'regulatory agencies would have to publish tariff filing rules. in Metric
*nits. ,

. .

A problem in the aviation world that would require particular attention
and planning if conversion is deemed 'desirable would be the use of metric
units for aircraft altitudes, elevations and heights.. and vertical speeds, since
virtually all aircraft and countries in the non-Communist world use the En-
glish foot and mile for these measurements. (Sec, however, pp. 34 35.) The
Office of Merchant Marine Safety in the Coast Guard cited spealtproblems
in regard to safety,-'since simple rounding off of metric equivalent dimenz--
sions in safety regulations might be incompatible with current engineering
practice and known safety factors. The Environmental/Data Service ob-
served that certification '61. weather . records in metric from observations
taken 'in customary units would introduce conversion errors in court docu-.
inents?:' .

As to special tasksof.some particular agencies: The National Tiureau.of
Standards would be involved in rewriting U.S. codes' based on standard
reference materials and base standards,used in building codes. The Weather
Bureatf would have tocoordinate its efforts with Federal Aviation Adminis-
tration requirements. The Atomic Energy. Commission would have to revise
drawings, convert. product and facility specifications, recalibrate instru-
ments, make some.changes in handbooks. and translate standards and codes.
The National Aeronautics and Space AdminiStration would face similar
problems. and observed that procedures would have to be established to
"ensure' overall manageinent visibility and control" during the transition.
During this period close attention would have to be paid.to product require-

2 Sc h app. 6 for listing of legal problems at the Federal level attendant to metrication.
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ments. to 'Minimize disputeC,.over unsafe or unacceptable products resulting
from measurement errors. The Smithsonian Institution also 'mentioned the
need for increased monitoring of employee' work to guard against errors dur-
ing transition. The'Tennessee Valley Authority would hate !o alter a large
number of computer programs. and convert survey Makcrs and registers.-
The U.S.: Postal Service. would have to change all scal and measuring
'devices, revise published materials; and-translate engineering specifications'
appearing in plans. contracts and reports: The Service, would also have to
change laws relating to weight and measurement of mail. and related rates.
(See app. 6. pp. 94.- ()8.)The Office of Emergency Preparedness would have
to revise formats for stockpiled materials. 1.he CiovernniNft Printing Office.
Woul0need to alter or recalibrate sonic printing and binding equipment.

Under thiS Assumption (I I) and the following one ( I II) the agencies were
asked to estimate annual dollar impacts of a coordinated national metrication
Program on their internal operating costs in two time periods: ( I ) during a
typically !O -year transition' perital. and (2),thereafter. the United StateOhen

peing predominantly "on" the metric system. (See "Maitre of the Suivey..
(pp. 7 and and app..3.:p.54. forthe bases preseribed for cost impact esti-
mates.) It is understandably difficult to make hard cost estimates for a mea-
surement system- conversion in the virtual absence of any experience on)
which to base \itch estimates. and thecae is widespread recognition that
probably the most significant benefits from the conversion would lie in the
realm of intangibles. (A number' of respondents provided cost figures hut'
described Them.as "gross estimates.)

.The only significant areas or incompleteness. in the reported cost /savings
figures are in the Department of Housing and Urban Development and the
National Aeronautics and. Space Administration. In NASA. liVe of the 10
Centers comprising the; agency provided overall cost/savings estimates: the
other five submitted partial. but not complete. figures. Several respondents
in the latter Centers felt. "It is impossible to derive a meaningful figure:"

Three further remarks are pertinent to the reported cost and savings
figures: (I) It seems plausible that cost estimates made in such an environ-.
ment of uncertainty are likely to be on the."safe." i.e.. high. side. (2) If metri-
cation is undertaken there would presumably then be incentive to "do the
job" as efficiently as posSible. and cost-saving approaches nok thought of
today would doubtless be developed. 13) It is:fairlY easy to idenhq the vari-
ous costs attendant to a metric conversion. even to' Such relative intangibles
as' time:employees will be away from their job fOr retraining, and to assign'
some sort of magnitude to these costs but it appears more difficult to deter-

. mine-a dollar savings estimate forsac i l'ong-term benefits as "easier calcula-
tions. "reduced errors" and "fewer conversions 'and interfacings." ThuSlt,
is plausible that costs are overstated and the dollar value of benefits un-
derstated. . ...

With this as background. net totals of Federal civilian agency estimates of
casts/savings attendant to a 10-year coordinated, national program for the

. widespread adoption of metric.. measurement units in the United States
amount to: $32.1 million annual cost during the transition period.3 and $4.3

This is an average annual eosrover the 10year transition.
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million permanent annual savingsthereafter. (All reported figures are tabu-
lated in app. 5.)

Twenty-one agencies foreeast noor insignificant cost impact even during
:The transition. including the Departments:of State and Justice. the Patent Of-
flee. the Federal Railroad Administnition. the Civil Aeronautics Boar(: the
Federal Maritime Coinmission. the Federal Trade Commission. the United
States Information Agency. the Veterans Administration. and the several
Offices within the Executive Office of the President. One. the Food and
Drug Administration in the Department of HEW, would even expect
lavenige) annual savings of S1110010 during the transition period (with
greater annual snvingS theieafter).

Nine agencies estimated annual added cost inipaets during the transition
of SI million or greater: the Department of Agriculture -58.I million.
primarily in the Soil Conservation Service (in conservation operations: and
watershed planning and iMproyements); the Agricultural Research Service
(data conversion. training, temporary inefficiency): and the Extension Ser-
vice and youth education): the Atomic Energy Commis-Sion $6.7
million primarily in the Naval Reactors Division and the Division of Reac-
tor Development zind :re`chnology tone Mi(; Division expects subsnintizil
savings during the transition period): the U.S. Postal Service; S3.8 million.
mostly_ in the Building Design Division (architectural engineering and design
activities), the Letter -Mail EqUipment Branch (developmental activities).
and for the adaptation or replacement of scales: the U.S. Coast GuardS3.4
million. in the Offices of Operations and of Engineering; the Department of
the Interior S2.1 million, primarily in the Geological Survey. (the Bon-
neville Power Administration expects, costs and savings to balance out over
the 10-year transition): the Federal Aviation AdminiStration$1.7
mostly in the Systems Research and Development Service (primarily due to
dual dimenSioning): the Federal Highway Administration SI milliOn, in the
Bureau of Public Roads (training and printed matter): the General Services
Administration $1 million. mainly in the Property. Management and
Disposal Service ,(iiiventory. accounting. inspection and 'purchasing). the
Federal Supply Service (specifications and cataloging). the Standardization
Division. and the Office of Design and Construction; and the Tennessee
Valley Authority -SI million, mainly in the Office of Power (engineering.
operations. maintenance and training), the Office of Engineering Design and
Construction, the Office of Agricultural and Chemical Development. and
the Maps and Surveys Branch (cadastral, geodetic. topographic. hydro-
graphic. and construction activities).

Other agencies which would expect sutistantial annual added costs during
the transition period include the National Aeronautics and Space Adminis-
tration S711.000 (iiiCoMplete figtire); the Environmental Science Services
Administration (now part of National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administra-
tion)S570.00(); the U:S. Millie Commission -$.3-75.000: the HealthSer:
vices and Mental Health Administration (in HEW)$347.000: the National.
Bureau of StandardsS289.000: the Department ofHousing and Urban
Development $251.000 (incomplete figure): and the Government Printing
Office $231.000. ..
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Significant annual cost.. impacts for the Federal civilian agencies in the
post- transition period of a measurement- language-only change were esti-
mated as follows.;.: the Department of Agriculture S3 million savings.
mostly in the Agricultural Research Service: the National Aeronautics. and
Space- Administration- 5445,000 savings' (incomplete figure): the U.S.
Postal- ServiceS250.000 added 'costs, in the -Letter . Mail Equitiment
Branch (development costs): the Food and Drug Administration S200,000
savings: the Tennessee Valley AtithoritY S200.000 savings. mostly in the'
Office of PoWer(in engineering activities). the Office of Enginetiring Design
and Construction and the Maps and SUrVeys Branch: the U.S. Tariff Com-
misSion $187.000 added costs (attributable.. to statistical analyses. in;
vestigations and research): the Small Business Administration S156,000.
savings: the U.S. Coast Guard S 132.000 added costs-, in the Office of En-
gineering (mainly for conversion of specs, aids to navigation. activities, and
training):

in
the Atomic Energy Commission - 5132.000 added costs.

savings in the Divisions of Space Nuclear Systems and IsOtopes Develop-
ment falling s'hort of the expected costs in the Naval Reactors Division.

Anticipated Impacts of a Planned National Program to Increase the Use of
.Metric Measurements Units andEngineering StandardsUnder the assurnp-
tionof a 10-year coordinated national program to increase the use of metric
measurement units and metric -engineering. standards (Assumpiion III), the
Federal ciVilian agencies were asked the same set of questions is under AsL.
sumption 11 above. (See app...3.. pp. 54 and 162 for detailed definition of the
Assumption.) In a gross sense. responses under Assumption Ill paralleled
those under Assumption II. The measurement-languagechange in =Of it-
self would have more impact on most activities than the revision of engineer-
ing standards to a rational metric base by itself (which is the added f)ielOr in
AssuniptiOn III). Of the 394 subunit respondents, at least 18 percent are en-
tirely uninolved with engineering standards in their work _.:aCtivities,.
although the sy\,use measurements: (These 'respondents' all answered "don't
know-. or left blank the questions under Assumption Ill.) -

All of the advantages listed under Assumption II (adoption of metric mea-
surement units only).were also listed for metrication under Assumption 11.1,
since_ the latter includes adoption of metric measurement units. Additional
advantages deriving from the adjustment of engineering standards to a Ta-
tional metrialase ivoidd-igclude:- facilitated international promotion of

' standards, reduction of dual standards in: international agreement s.greadY
facilitated relations of the production community tb the scientific communi-
ty.' and the 'possibility of adoption of a more realistic system of nominal sizes
and subdivisionSthereof. The Bonneville Power Administration in the De-
partment of the Interior and the Tennessee.Valley Authority ace representa-
tive of hardware-using agencies Which foresee significant advantages from
metrication including engineering standards in the potential for increased
harmonization of standards internationally, permitting greater interchangea-.
bility of materials,-.parts- and equipMent. International comparability of arti-
cies, which would improve somewhat with the adoption of metric measure-
ment units according to the U.S. Tariff Ctimmission, would be enhanced
even more by eventual harMonization of standardS.ona metric base.
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As under Assumption II. the primary disadvantages listed were opera-
impairment and cost increases related to the operation and main-

tenance of equipment and structures design, to customary dimensions and
engineering standards. These problems would he somewhat more serious in
this case: since mannfacturers would eventually begirt switching to the
production of equipment and parts designed to the revised., metric-based
standards. and the maintenance of replacement parts-for-older. -customary-
engineered equipment ritight become somewhat more difficult and costly.

In this context, six respondents-who feel that long-term advantages of met-
rication of preasyrement units wouldoutweigh any disadvantages. hold the
opposite view with regard to _metrication to include engineering standards.
They are: FacilitRS"Management in the Internal Revenue Service. State and
-PriVate Forestry in the Department of Agriculture: the Weather Bureair in
ESSAthe Bureau of Abatement and Control in the EnVironmental Health
Service (Department of HEW). the Office of Automated Data Management
Services in tits-CreFer. al Services Administration, and the Lewis-Research
Center.of-KASA. On the other hand. live respondents hold just the opposite

_,split,--of views, believing that metrication of units. :tnlv would he disad-
vantageous. on balance, and metrication including a.engineering
standards advantageous. These are: AdminiStrationiii-r,`,e Forest Service,
(Department of .Agriculture). the Kansas City Division ue Bendix Corpora -
tion (AEC contractor). the Office of Design and Construction'in the Gen-
eral Services Administration, the Letter Mail Equipntent Branch in the U.S.
Postal Service, and the Office of Construin the Admini*a:
lion. The Building Research Division' in the National Bureau of Standards-,
does not know Whether advantages would predominate under Assumption
II, but feels they would under Assumption 1.11. As the Forest Service Office
of Administration put it, "Metrication in units would not take care of the real
problem. The real probleni would be solved through metrication of both
langUage and hardware." (Obviously at.some point. in future. time, whether
in 20; 30, or 40 years, all equipment will have been replaced for reasons of
wearoutor obsolescence -4O yerirs is probably an excessive upper bound.
in viewof the pace of technological change today and there would then be
no compatibility problem. The question is justhoW much difficulty would he
experienced during the 20- to 40-year period.) -:

All told. 207 of the 394 respondents (69% of those answering the
question) expect that Tong- term advantages would predominate with metrica-
tion under Assumption III. and 47 (.14% of those answering), think they
would not. (As. mentioned above, a number of respondents did not answer
questions under this. Assumption'since they are in no way involved with en:-
gineering standards in their work.) As rider Assumption II. thrtianly agen-
cies with pluralities of respondents holding,that long-term advantages would
not predominate-under this Assumjtion are'the U.S. Travel Service and the
Federal Trade Commission. Three agencies have greater pluralities 'of
responding units which expect advantages to predominate underAssuMp-
tion III than with metrication of measurement units only: the National Bu-

. reau of Standards, the U.S. Postal Service; and the Atomic Energy Commis- .

sion:Of the 18 ttgencies with no negative responses as to the predominance
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of advantages under Assumption 11. 15 hold the same view with regard to
Assumption Ill. The exceptions are the Environmental Health Service De-
partment of HEW). NASA. and the Trealify- Depart Ment teach of which
had one respondent holding the contrary Opinion under Assumption lift
The Patent Office observed that. even though the advantages are intangible.
the opportunity to increase compatibility and standardization on the intern&
tional level would be significant. In spite of the particular difficulties and ef-
forts that would be encountered in the hardware-involving. operational ac-tivities of the Atomic Energy Commission and NASA. most reporting
groups in both of these agencies tel that. at least in non-fiscal terms, ad-
vantages of' metrication would predominate in the long run. Some respon.:
dents in these two organizations even foresee eventual fiscal dividends. The
general view in AEC and NASA regarding Assumption 11 versus Assump-
tion Ill seems to he that. in the long term there would be more gained from
a metric' conversion that includes revision of engineering standards as well
as units. The Veterinis Administration feels that "in both health facilities
construction and health services operations there would he advantages in the
improvement of international communication and in the promotion of U.S.
standards. We believe that the advantages of adopting the metric measure-
ment units and engineering standards outweigh an disadvantages, and
would he worth the cost as far us our internal operations in the health area,
are concerned." The Tennessee Valley Authority stated that "advantageSof
the changeover to the metric system would far outweigh the disadvantages;"

The problems of a purely measurement nature attendant to metrication
under. Assumption III would be the same as those under the previous As-
sumption. Additional difficulties raised by the-eventual revision ofengineer-
ing standards would include: physical adjustments in building construction,
space layout and procurement functions; equipment maintenance and servic-
ing (as discussed above under disadvantages): andUcquisition of some addi-
tional tools. The AEC observed that these problems would require careful
training and supervision of craftsmen, and could lead to errors of interpreta-
tion. Several Subdivisions-in AEC believe they would have to make substan-
tial investments in purchasing new or modifying existing equipment and in-'
strumems. and some dual inventories would have to be carried. The Com-
mission feels it unlikely that the conversion of codes and standards to an Si
base could be accomplished without specific subsidization by the govern-
ment. "since the country is already in somedifficulties in keeping codes in
step with modern materials and processes."

The Federal Power Commission (FPC) stated that the revision of en-
gineering standards would affect its responsibility in studying the safety and
adeqiiiicy of licensed hydroelectric projects; since this activity involves.
safety codes covering electrical, structural and hydroelectric design criteria
and employing customary measurement terms. However, "the difficulty of
performing engineering analysis under.two sets of standards mould be essen-tially one of familiarizing staff with metric engineering methods." In the
General Services Administration in addition to the implementing activities
mentioned under Assumption 11. the :Quality Control Division and the
Material Evaluation and Development Laboratory would be involved in
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reissuing many specifications and standards. NASA would face hardware-
type changes similar to those in the Ay.C. The U.S. Postal Service would
have to revise engineering specifications fOr its.coipment. and.the Govern-
ment Printing Office (GPO) mentioned conversion or duplication of some of
its shop equipment. In the area (illegal problems. GPO cited changes in con-
tractual documents concerning machinery find equipment. including warran-
ties. (See app. 6 for listing of legal problems!) -

All of the general comments made earlier about difficulties of estimating
the cost impact of metrication apply equally to the figures reported under
Assumption I I I;For most agencies whichexpeet significant' osts attendant
to the ntectsureitterit-Itmetrame change, estimates of transition costs run
somewhat higher for metrication inelutlit4.-iitn-ofengineering standards.
t Set against thiS increased cost is the very difficult to evalUate benefit that.
haVing been revised in the light of up -to -date technologic4knowledge. our
engineering standards would, be. in- the tiggregate, better at the end of the
transition- than they are today.) Net totals of Federal civilian.; agency
'cost/Savings estimates for a planned, national metrication program including
revision of engineering standards to a rational metric base come to: (I t an .

.average S58 million per year added cost during the nominal 10-year transi-
tion period and (2) an annual S7.4 million cost savings thereafter...

The 21. agencies which would expect no significant transition cost impact
under Assumption I I precast a similar impact under this Assumption. The
Veterans Administration. which foresaw no net cost impact under the earlier
assumption, estimated an .average S20.000. :annual .savings under this as-
sumption......The Food and Drug- Administratioii, which would expect
S100,000. annual S.iiVings during a measurement-language conversion. esti-
mated S60,000 annual savings if engineering standards are also revised.

The same 'nine agencies which would expect $1 million or greater annual
transition costs. under Assumption II comprise that category under this M- .
suniption:. The U.S. Coast Guard S15.2 million, in the Offices of Opera-
tions and Engineering:. the Atomic Energy Commission 9.9 million.
mostly in the Naval Reactors Division, the Division of Reactor. Develop-
ment and TeChnology(for retraining and recalibrating),' the Nlound Labora-
tory of Monsanto Research Corporation (primarily for production activi-

.. ties), the Nevada Operations Office (engineering. deSign. construction and
maintenance activities). and the Space Nuclear Systems Division (the Divi-
sion of Isotopes-. Development expects aS500.000 average annual 'savings
during transition): the Department of Agriculture S8.7 million. mostly in .

4. the Soil Conservation-Service, the Agricultural Research Service..and the
Extension Service: the Federal Highway AdministrationS7 million. in the
Bureau of Public Roads (reflecting increased design costo:Itie U.S. Postal
Service S3.8 million, mostly in the. Building Design Division and for the

.
adaptation or replacement of scales:. the:Department of the InteriorS3.1
million, almost entirely in the GeolOgical Survey (the Bonneville Power Ad-
ministration again. expectS costs lifir;kavings to balance out over the 10-year
transition); the General ServicesNdministration S2 million (the increase
over the Assumption I I figure is in the Federal Supply Service, mainly for in-
ventories and specifications): the Federal Aviation AdministratiOn S1.7

\
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million. mainly in the Systems Research and DevelopMent_Service: and the
Tennessee Valley Authority S I .3 million. the additions being largely in the
Office of Power (for revising internal specifications. and operations and
maintenance including inventory) and the Office of Engineering Design and
Construction.

Other agencies forecasting sil..tnificant annual transition cost impacts under
Assumption 111 are: the National Aeronautics and 'Space Administra-
tion S849.000 (incomplete figure): the National Bureau of Stan-
dards $767.000: the Environmental Science Services A.dininistration now
in NOAA)-5730.000: the Health Services_and-Mental Health Admini;tra-
tion 5708,000: the U.S. Tariff 'CommissionS575.000: the GOvernment
Priming Office - 53$5,000: and 'the Department of Housing and Urban
Development S253.000 (incomplete estimate).

Significant annual cost impacts expected by the Federal civilian agencies
after a 10-year metrication period under Assumption III are as follows: the
Federal Highway AdministrationS5 million savings, in the Bureau of
Public Roads. (from decreased design costs): the DepartMent of Agricul-
tureS3 million savings, largely in the Agricultural Research Service: the
U.S. Coast Guard S2.2 million added costs. in the Office of Engineering
(mainly' tbr,Tcustom manufacture of parts to engineering systems"): the
Atomic Energy Commission S458.000 savings (incomplete figure). savings
in the Divisions of Space Nuclear Systems and Isotopes Development, and
the Sandia Labs exceeding expected added costs in the Naval Reactors
Division: the Health Services and Mental. Health Administra-
lion S322.000 savings: the Veterans Administration S240,000 savings,
in the Office of Construction: the Food and Drug Administration 5220.000
savings: the U.S. Tariff Commission S 166.000 added costs, largely for in-
vestigations and statistical analyses: the Small Business Administra-
tion.S I 56.000 savings: and the Government Printing Office -7- SI37.000
savintks.

What Action Should Be TakenThe final pair of questions in this Survey
asked whether the respondents favored concerted action to bring about met-
rication in the United States. under each of the Assumptions. ll'and III. The
agencies were also requested to provide an overall viewpoint on these
que4io.ns in their agency summaries (see "Nature of the Survey." p. 8). Of
the 5, agencies surveyed. 39 either expressed an overall. view. or had a
majority of respondents. in favor of metrication under both Assumptions.
(See app. 4.) Three agencies had pluralities of resnOndents in favor ofa U.S.
metrication effort: the Federal Maritime Commission. the General Services
Administration,and the Government Printing Office. The Federal Maritime
Commission observed that it is uninvolved with engineering standards. and
none of its respondents expressed an opinion on metrication under Assump-
tion Ill. The National Institutes of Health (in HEW) submitted a bifurcated
viewone respondent in favor and one opposednot resolved at the agency
level. In one agency, the Social Security Administration in HEW. a majority

7 Of the five respondents oppose U.S. metrication (although none of the five
foresees any cost impacts. none expects any disadvantages, and only one an-
ticipates any problems during a transition). The remaining six agencies .
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stated that. they are little affected by measurement usage: the Social and
Rehabilitation ServiCe in HEW, the Civil Aeronautics Board. the Federal
Trade Commission, the Interstate Commerce Commission. and the Council
of Economic Advisors and the Office of Nlanagement and Budget in the Ex-
ecutive Office of the President.

Six agencies, although endorsing U.S. metrication under either plan.
'stated-an explicit preference for "going all the way" and bringing engineering
standards into line with the metric measurement units. These included the
Department of Agriculture. the Veterans AdminiStration. the Federal Com-
munications Commission, the Patent Office and the National Science Foun-
dation. The Office of Telecommunications Policy (ExecutiVe-Office of the
President) "believes that it is impossible to adopt metric units without adopt-
ing metric-based engineering standards in thefield_of electronics.** Several
individual respondents in other agencies oppose metrication under. Assump-
tion II but favor it under Assumption Iii. including: the Office of Design
and Construction in the General Services Administration and the Letter
Mail Equipment Branch in the U.S. Postal Service. The Kansas City Divi-
sion,of Bendix CorAration (AEC contractor) believes that change to metric
measurement units without a corresponding change of standards would
prove confusing. The BonneVille Power Administration stated that "metrica-
tion in both measurements and standards should proceed together."

A total of 32 individual respondents answered "no" to a U.S. metrication
effort under one or both of the Assumptions. As mentioned above, three tf
these do not favor adoption of metric measurement units alone, although
they endorse the more comprehensive change in which engineering stan-
dards are also revised. It is worth noting that 15 of the other 29 cespondents
opposed to metrication provided no indication in their entire 'questionnaire
as to why they oppose U.S. metrication with regard to thCir internal opera-
tions. Twelve of theSe 15 estimated no impact on their internal operating
costs during a transition period. one estimated S500. and one S800 annual
cost. The Disbursing Office in the Government Printing Office, which stated
that its mission is "the collection and disbursement of all monies . . .." esti-
mated S8,000 annual costs, due to "greater inefficiency."

The following are in the category of subunits opposed to metrication and
forecasting no cost impact: the Commodity. Exchange Authority in the De-
partment of Agriculture stated that its role is regulatory; it is indifferent to
the measurement units used, it foresees no 'costs, no problems for itself, and
some advantages, although "ignorance can be more easily offered as an ex-

........

cuse for failing to observe regulations, particularly during the initial stages of
the transition period." In the National Communicable Disease Center of the
Health Services and Mental Health Administration: the Kansas City
Laboratory already "uses metric in all lab work," wituld have to make "no.
changes,': and observed that, "any changeover of engineering standards
should be gradual over 10 years:" the Computer SystentS-Branctiit ported
"no foreseeable appreciable effect of a coordinated national program." In
the Social Security Administration: Printing and Records Management in
the Division of Operating Facilities stated "all equipment is replaced within
10 years due to obsolescence:" and the Management Services Branch ob-
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served "the metric:. system is not applicable to these operations." The Bu-
. reau of Financial Analysis in the Federal Maritime CommissiOn is con-
cerned with "financial information relating to domestic offshore carriers."
Two respondents. iu the Small Business Administration stated that measure-.
ments are "not related to [their' internal operations." In the U.S. Postal Ser-
vice. Law EntOrcement Science and Technology would have to do "practi-,
cally nothing. to chanue. over." and would have "easier engineering caleula7
tions.". Evidently these respondentS.. thotigh they would not he affected
negatively by U.S. metrication. would on the other hand derive no utkale
benefits therefrom..

. .
.

Eight of the 394 total respondents stated clearcut reasons for being op-
pOsed to U.S. metrication with regard to their internal opeiatiOns. The. Na-
tional Center 1br Mental Health Services. Training and Research in the Na-
tional Institute for Mental Health cited problems in eneineering7type activi-
ties. adaptation of People including craftsmen and supply clerksandi:onver-
sion of records. Five of these eigtitresixmidents are involved.With the con-
stru"ctiontoperation and/or m_aintenatiee of physical structures: the Buildings
and Grounds Department of the US:\Rublic Health Service Hospital.
Staten Island: the Office: of Housing Management in the Department of
Housing and Urban Developnient: the Buildings-Management Department

.

of the Smithsonian Institution: the Utilities Design Division in the U.S.
Postal, Service: and Plant Planning in the.Government Printing Office. The
Office of Engineering Services in the National Institutes of Health would
have problems of du41 tooling, replacement parts for equipment. and train-
ing. The Burlington Plant of the Atomic Energy CommiSsion would have*
problems typical of any- high-technology manufacturing operation. such as
conversion or replaceinent of Scales and gaugeS. adaptation of fabrication
machinery. and retraining of skilled craftsmen.

All told. on an individual respondent basis. 258 of the 394 Federal agency
subunits (72% of the 358 answering the question) favor metrication under
Assumption II. and 30 18.47) are opposed. For metrication including the
revision of engineering standards. the corresponding figures are 231(65700f
354 answering) in favor and 25 (7%) opposed. (The rest of the respondeilis..
in each case. answered "don't know.")

The agencies were asked what .would he an appropriate transition period
fur :I coordinated national 'metrication effort with regard to their internal
operations. A consensus of the respondents endorsed a 10-year transitioir -(167 of 231 who expressed an opinion on this question). Of the .54 favoring
a shorter period: some are offices' already significantly using metric. while
others could convert more efficiently over a shorter number of years (for ex-
ample. offices r.:;..intaining statistical time series): Of the 10 subunits ad-
yocating a 15- to 25-year transition. several are special cases involving long -life equipment such as buildings or ships. while three 11.3%of those replying
to the question) feel "it would take that long to familiarize the populace-With
the metric system." (Other respondents suggested that-a transition period
'longer than 10 years probably would prove unsatisfactory. since it would en-
courage delay in making changes.) It appears that all reasonable variants of
an "optiMum" transition period can be accommodated, in a coordinatyd 10-
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year program of metrication: I-he country would not he 100 percent metric
at the end of such a period. but could he subStantiallY so.

Tfie agencies .submitted the following suggestions regarding implementa-
tion of a metrication prograM in the nation at

I I ) widespread publicity of the advantages of metric usage and a Well-
planned program of education and training. including revision of in,
structional media at all levels:

(2) a joint government-industry-academic-techniCal society group to
conduct detailed studies on implementation:

(3) adoption Of .a clear, positive U.S. policy.. including a unified target
date,. with specific phases or stages delineated and scheduled said
policy to be achieved by a consensus among government. industry
and labor:

(4) preparing as far as possible the paper basis for transition to metric
system usage before commencing actual changes:

(5) required use of metric carlyon for Government publications, regula-
tions and programs. and Federal procurement. in metric as and
where feasible:

(6) use of -dual terminology in Government laws and codes where ap-
propriate: <

(7) requiring dual dimensioning on commercial prOducts:
(8). legislation making use of metric units and standards by government

and industry mandatory.

The provision of.tax incentives or other means of financial assistance was
suggested, particularly with regard to small businesses, although it seems
clear that in 'general a subsidized program probably would he less efficient
and more costly to the nation as a whole than would a metrication program
that relies on the presSures of the market place. .

The Council of Econamic Advisors subthitted several noteworthy sug-
7-gesfions pertaining to imPleMentation-of metrication: (I) Although con-
siderable weight in a metricatiiin.decision-should.,.be given to the opinion of
industry, since it should be best informed about immediate benefits and
costs. the appropriate role of governmChi is to coordinate conversion if this
path is taken. (2) The government also has a role in the decision to convert.
where those who .would benefit (e.g.. consumers) are less vocal than millers
likely to incur 'larger costs.- (3) Additionally. the:government should help
.determine the rate of discount of future benefits from metrication impor-
tant since short run costs will undoubtedly appear large relative to expected

...benefits. but the latter accrue indefinitely in the future (also, industry may be
inclined to ,discount future benefits at a higher rate than 'ow society would
deem appropriate). (4) Most weight "should probably be given to the result-
ing increase in foreign trade. ".and in this regard. "the volume of trade. not
the balance of payments. should be used as a-measure of the impact."

Thus, although there wopld).be some problems and significant-costs in-
volved. the 'Survey. found strong support in the Federal civilian agencies for
concerted national action to increase the use of metric measurement units
and SI-based engineering standards in the United States. There is a solid ex-
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pectation in the Federal civilian establishment that long-term advantages of
such a move would clearly outweigh any possible disadvantages. A wide
consensus regards 10 years as a reasonable time frame for transition to he
substantially completed. Although estimates of dollar costs and savings
which the effort would impose on Federal agency internal operations are
subject to some uncertainty. it is believed that a good indiCation of their ex-
pected magnitude has been obtained.
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IV. METRIC EFFECTS ON AREAS -OF
NATIONA RESPONSIBILITY

To summarize Fedtral agency views as to the effects of growing World-
wide metric usage on their areas of national reSponsibility is. in a sense, to

, assess the effects on the:entire nation..since there is no significant activity in
the nation which is not in some way an area of Federal responsibility.
Nevertheless certain salient facts have emehrged froth this part of the survey
of Federal Government Agencies. Current metric usage in thcse areas un-
derstandably ranges from zero to 100 percent. Immo of the present level of
metric usage on .thek areas of activity varies from negligible' to moderate.
except for two fields (shipbuilding kind highway safety) which have al-
ready experienced sphshivria/ to severe impact. Of the 57 agency inputs to
this portion of the Survey. 26 reported some trend or increasing' metric
system usage in their particular area of national responsibility. With no con-
certed national 'metrication effort. 12 of these respondents foresee little or no
effect in their area of national responsibility, and 21 expect increasing disad-
vantages, costs and/or. problems, ranging up to substantial orserious in the
areas of air transportation, shipbuilding, highway safety and small business.
Twenty-eight of these 57 respondents stateethat U.S. adoption of metric
usage would have a positive impact on their area of responsibility and/or im-
prove their effectiveness or ability to perform their assigned missions. Three
stated that their effectiveness . would be impaired during .the conversion
period. In all. 31 of these agency inputs 0/or some sort of metrication ac-
tion, most endorsing a nationally coordinated program to convert the U.S. to
the metric system. One respondentlopposes any metrication efforts.

' See -Cliiksigvition of.Intensities. of Impact." app. 3. p. 79.
Federal Aviation Administration with regard to Aviation Safety.
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Detailed discussions of responses regarding the individual areas of na-
tional responsibility follOw.

A. ENERGY'

Department of the Interior
Atomic Energy Commission
Federal Power Commission
Tennessee Valley Authority

Nletric usage is currently found in less thanone.-quarter of potential appli-
cations in the energy field. Some metrication is occurring in the natural gaS
industry (U.S. standard pipe has for some years carried dual dimensions). in
the nuclear power industry: and-in general because of increasing contact
with foreign manufacturers and suPplierS and the fact that some domestic
manufacturers are begin'itine to produce to metric dimensions. The Bon-
neville Power Administration t Department of the Interior) reports-that field
maintenance personnel are becoMing increasingly farhiliar with the- metric
system due to the gradually increasing use of metric supplies and parts. The
American Society for Testing and Materials is now incorporating SI units in
all revisions of its standardS: These agencies foresee. in the absence of con-
certed national action toward metrication.. slow and disorderly transfer lead,
ing to increased and prolonged disruption'ofactivities.

None of these agencies see metrication as impairing its effectiveness in
carrying out its mission over the long run: most of them expect improvement
from the inherent simplicity of computations and of recording technical in-
formation andand measurements, and improved cooperation and communica-
tion with suppliers. scientists and engineers abroad. They perceive a trend
already toward international harmonization of engineering standards on the
part of the Institute of Electrical and Electronic Engineers and other U.S.
standards bodies.

TheDepartment of the Interior feels that with a concerted national pro,
gram of metrication. initial disadvantages in the energy field would be-offset
by the-accumulation of long-term benefits:The Federal Power Commission
cited tlal pailicularly Heavy burden on equipment specification. design, con-
struction and maintenance activities. FPC also pointed out that smaller utili-
ties and municipal power-companies might_behard pressed for staff to con-
vert draWrings. maps and other data, although schedules for reporting data
could incorporate duplicate columns for the two measurement systems dur-
ing transition. The Atomic Energy Commission suggeSted that the impacts
that would be felt by the nuclear industry would be largely reflected from the
efforts of other (contributing) industries. The optimum period for conversion
in the power industry would have to be determined in relation to equipment
wearout and replacement.

Four of five responding agencies in the Interior Department strongly be-
lieve there should be at concerted U.S. program of metrication. The Federal
Power Commission urged that research efforts in the field be encouraged.to
utilize metric engineering practiceS to increase familiarity with them. The
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Tennessee Valley Authority feels the U.S. should move toward adoption of
metric engineerihg standards with the participation of the professional and
trade associations.

B. FOOD AND FIBER

Department of the Interior
Bureau of Commercial Fisheries

Department of Agriculture

In aspects of food and fiber production reported on by these two Depart-
ments, current metric usage ranges from zero to threequarters of potential
applications. International tntde in'these commodities is stimulating greater
metric usage. Also, employment of metric measures is growing in the food
research community, and several scientific journals no(v require that all mea-
surements he presented in SI units.

In the absence of concerted U.S. metrication. the Bureau of Commercial
Fisheries (BCF) feels that the evolutionary change will nevertheless he ad-
vanttigeous due to the standardization of measurements. The Department of
Agriculture expects little, if any. change in its areaof cognizance. and con-
sequently little impact on its ability to perform its mission:
, With a nationally coordinated program of metrication. BCE': expects im-
provement of its effectiveness. but sees many practical difficulties in the in-
dustry in the conversion or replacement of existing equipment, and thinks a
longer than 10-year period desirable. The Bureau plays a significant role in
the development of international food standards (CODEX AI.1 NI EN-.
TAR IUS). and this would be greatly facilitated by 'uniform U.S metric
usage: The Department of Agriculture expects that impacts of coordinated
metrication on.its ability to perform its mission in the food and fiber area
proBably would be ne.gligible.

BCF suggested that all Federal agency publications require that data he
expressed in SI units with parenthetical expression of customary equivalents
optional. The Department of Agriculture suggested that a poSsible indicator
of the impact of metrication on the food and fiber industry would he prices of
farm supplies.

r'
C. COMMUNICATIONS

Department of Commerce
Office of Telecommunications

Federal CoMmunications Commission
United States Postal Service
Office of Telecommunications Policy

In the telecommunications area about.three-quarters of measurement ap-
plications already use metric. The common electrical units are Metric-based.
while physical dimensions and standards arc in custom4ry units, althoUgh
devices having electrical effects (e.g.. tuning elements) are usually described
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in metric. Many of the energy measurements and standards 'are in both met-
rie and customary terms. though metric terms predominate. How rate and
velocity are often found in both terms: Thu; the telecommunications indus-,,
try and its personnel are largely hi- lingual.

A definite trend toward increased metric usage is observed in this indus-
try. There is a groWing preference for metric units in measuring distances
tsuch as transmitter locations and, evations and antenna heights) and
describing performance of commit -talon equipment. However, since
equipment hardware is largely customary-ditnensjone-d. much effort would
be-required to standardize on a metric base. and the major impact would be
felt by U.S. equipment manufacturerS. On the other hand, little change
would he reqUired in the use of telecommunication equipment.

The Office of Telecommunications Policy noted that the trend has been
that costs of products and services in this industry have decreased as new
ways to perform old functions have been developed. Thus. cost impacts of
metrication may appear not as a cost increase. but as a sloWer rate of decline.
Metrication may make foreign markets more receptive to U.S. electronic
products. although it is noted that many other factors such as reciprocal
trade agreements and import-export limitations also affect international
trade. However, any major improvementS in electronic standards com-
monality among nations, 'with particular emphasis on U.S. participation.
would have strong foreign market implications. The Office of Telecommuni-
cations sees overall costs and benefits of metrication Closely tied to achiev-
ing greater commonality of hardware.

With regard to the optinium period for transition of the telecommunica-
tions industry, mixed views wept expressed. Some respondents in the Office
of Telecommunications feel a 10-year span would be satisfactory. The Of-
lice of Telecommunications Policy (OTP) thinks that. in view of the 10- to
15-year time frame for development of some technical standards and the 10-
to 20-year depreciable life spans of many in-place facilities, a 20-yea period
for transition is more realiStic.

tThe Office of TelecommuniCations and OTP both feel that U.S:Ipetrica-
tian would improve their effectiveness in the telecommunications area.:while
the FCC feels the conversion would have negligible impact on its effective-
ness since metric usage is almost universal in its.work already.

The Federal Communications Commission desires a gradual changeover.
to metric usage in the U.S. The Office ofTelecommunications urged an anal -
ysis'of the economic impact of converting all equipment and machine specifi-
cations, particularly with reference to equipment manufacture. If interna-
tional standards can be adopted in conjunction with conversion, this should
be a. national goal. The Office of Telecommunic.:dions Policy feels there may
he a need for a new or revised teleconinninications policy, including interna-
tional aspects. and changes in FCC rules and r9iulations stemming from
metric system iniplementatibn. but none of these/can be predicted with cer-
tainty aft t hiSAi me .

. .

It appears to OTP that a change to metric usage. in electrdnics apt to be._-__ ..
more sittessful today Than at any other tim$ Thirty years ago a particular--
equipm . t design 'was expected to last 20 tp 30 years. -Ten years ago, witht,.

.,.
-----
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the introduction of the transistor. the replacement rate dropped -to about 7
years. Today with solid state and integrated circuitry. the,replacement- rate
on electronic design may well be closer to 4 years. Nevertheless it still may
take 20 years to implement metric usage throughout the industry.

In the area of mail communications. less than one-quarter of potential ap-
plications uses metric. There is a trend-toward increasing metric usage, espe-
cially in other countries to which U.S. mail goes.- and greater use of metric
measurements is being made by.countries participating in the development
of international mail standards.- .

In the absence of concerted national action. toward metrication. the U.S. '
Postal Service would probably have to dual dimenSion some.manufacturing.
drawings and retrain some employees. Impact on the Service's ability to per
form its mission. would be negligible. A planned national program of metric
conversion over a 10-year period would require. the Postal Service to con-.
duct on-the-job training to familiarize employees with metric measurements
and incorporate dual dimensioning on equiPment such as parcel post.scales;

..The Postal SerVice feels that transition over a longer tha6-10-year period
might reduce the total cost impact on its activities.
...be overall intensity of impact of a planned national metrication program
on mail communications would be trivial. The Postal Service is not certain
whether metricatiOnwould.imprOve or impair'its effectiveness, but feels the
effect would probablybe negligible.

D. TRANSPORTATION

Department of Commerce
Maritime Administration

Department of Transportation
United States Coast Guard
Federal Aviation Administration
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Railroad Administration
Urban Mass Transportation Administration

Civil Aeronautics Board..
Federal Maritime Commissien.
Interstate Commerce Commission
.Office of Emergency' Preparedness

In general. metric system usage iscurrently found in less than one-quarter
of potential applications in transportation and the impact of such usage
ranges from negligible to trivial. In most areas of transportation there is no
inclination to adopt the metric system. The Office of Emergency
PreparednesS. in its transportation planning function. has recognized a tread
toward a more standardized vocabular y stimulated by the growth of interna-
tional trade and travel. The Office's 6tIrticipation in NATO planning and in
American-British-Canadian standardization groups has influenced use of
metric terms within OEP, particularly with regard to maritime shipping. The .
Office of the Secretary of ThInsportation reports a growing tendency to
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1

require expression of international transpiiiiiitio n7tiTndids.(safety. °perm-

.

.

ing, certification) in dual measurements: This trend is evident in such areas
as container standards and certification, and facilitation (document sizes).
However, in the absence. of concerted U.S: action. there. will he little overall
increase in metric usage

e
ge in the field. and little effect other than,a requirement

for DOT to revie v existinlegiSlation to insure that evolutionary MetriCa-
lion is not adver. ely- affecting transportation standards: It should be noted
that intermodat c ntaineruse is a transportation activity which 191 result in
increasing hardal ire interfacingbeta.ven the U.S. and metric -using counj ,
tries.

. . . I .
.

Implementation-Ida coordinated. national program of metrication would
also impose on DOT a requirement to maintain the -viability of transporta-
tibn standards. The Interstate Commerce Commission 'led the metrication
°impact on the industry of changes in eqUipnient (scales.-speedcimeters) sup- :.
plies. and standards (maps.: speed limits..load limits). Also.- an "enormous
volume" of ipriffs,on Tile with ICC -would have to beTrepublished..by the in-.
dustryi Reports and data involving ton -miles and vehicle-miles Would have
to. be. revised-forhistorical continuity, in-addition to the more routine
problems -of standardizing sizes and dimensions of supplies and equipment.
ICC ohservedthat the primary_advantage of a metric conversion increased
effiCiency through easier mathematical manipulationis not easily reduced
to a dollars and 'cents return. In addition, metrication would encourage
thoughtful 6ansidcration as to the desirability of maintaining or retaining

andmany files and reports of marginal utility: Ar. .
.

ICC. OEP and the Office of the Secretary of Transportation each feel that
U.S. adoption of the metric system woulaprObablYimprove their effective-
ness with regard to the transportation field. OEI recommenced adoption of
metric as early as consistent with general social and .economic conditions,
and expects .itunkrate impact on overall transportation activities. The Office

creof th.Setary of Transportation thinks prolonging transition beyond 10
years would probably increase total convers,on c*ts.due to dual usage and
maintenance of dual records. The Office rectinvhended that it participate in
the development and acceptance Of transportationstandartisin 'metric units.

Current metric iisage in air transportation\ amounts to-less than one
quarter of potential applications. The Civil Aeronautics Bbarti-makeS some
metric conversions of statistics for internationatexchanges and international
transportation pricing analyses. The Federal Aviation Administration re-
pored that some aircraft manutliQurers are now-developing drawings and
specifications in. metric units, then translate '..them to cuMornary., As the
U.S. isJheworltileader-in-civirtiViiillon. and the non-Communist world air
transport system is based largely on customary units:there has been trivial
impact of increasing world metric' usage on air transportation so far. How-
ever, the International Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO) currently has a_

panel considering steps toward :'unification of units Of measurement in
air/ground,communications." Since 1964 the situatictrritt world civil aviation'
has been that there are two tables of dimensional. units- approved for use by
ICAO members. the so-called "ICAO Table." which is entirely metric. and

.the."Blue (interim) Table." which is identiCallymetric except for the units of

r-
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measurement altitudes. elevations. and heights (English feet) and vertical
.speed (feet per minute). There has been a trend in recent years of more coun-
tries .adopting the use. ofsthe "Blue Table." HoweverAhere is also a histOry
in recent ICAO Assemblies,of the U.S. being consistently outvoted on is-

N.sueS related to eventual standardization on the "ICAO Imetricl.Table" of:
diniensional units. FAA feels that...viti,i no coordinated U.S. metricatiOn.The
growing worldwide and domestic. use. wilfin.evitably result in increased costs
for tools and supportequipment to handle a dtkil-mode system.

During the transition period of a. planned nntional. metrication prograM
there would .be substantial costs to.FAA and the 'ttation community for
retooling and new inventories. Unfamiliarity with the metric. system would

.slow. the handling or air traffic during the conversiOn. MajOr,reprogramming
of computerized air traffic control systems would be requiredAA feels a
I 5-year transition period would be more appropriate for the.air thuksport in-
dustry,. While there would be a period of severe readjustmenis: .fhe, long
term metrication would .somewhat improve the effectiveness Of both FAA /
and CAB. It would promote U.S..technology Satles abroad and 'improve in-
terfaces with foreighconcerns and Countries. FAA feels' that. in the long rum/ .
-conversion is desirable toward standardization of technoldgy find contrOl in '-

worldwide aviation.
Possible numerical indicators of metric conversion impact.on air transpor- \

tation are: U.S..aircraft sales to foreign airlines inventory levels of FAA'
.aircraft firms, and airline c`Ompanies: indirect incremental operating .costs of
FAA and the airlines: and lengths of flight delays.

In the highway transportation area. current measurement usage. includes
feet. decimal feet, inchts', rods. chains. acres, stations (surveYing). and some
use of mctric (theoretical research, materials testing). Impact of-current met-
ric usage is negliOble. Other than its use in laboratory activities, there is no
trend of metrication in highway transportation. and with no concerted
tional action there will be little future change and negligible impact. The Bu-
reau of Public Roads observed. "While there. is international exchange of
highway technology.. the product is not exportable oTimportable." thus the
dual measurement usage involves no hardwarOnterface.

A national program of metrication would have wide effects on highway
transportation. Standards 'and plans. would require revision, engineering
equipment repljkittidn: highway distance and speed signs would have to be
altered and odometers and Speedometers conVerted. if not recalibrated. The
problem here is not technical feasibility. but evaluating costs and benefits.
neither of which is simply. measured tespeCially the latter).. Metrication
would temporarily impair the effectiveness-of the Federal Highway Ad-
ministration (FHWA) during -conversion but would haVeifittle or no long-
run effeci.In view of the worldwide metrication trend, FHWA,"Aipports"
U.S. conversion; though is "not actively promoting it."'

In railroad transportation there is no significant current metric usage and
no noticeable And in that direction. 'Implementation or a planned national
program of metric conversion would result in increased inventory .costs to
American railroads during transition. thus a short transition period is

_preferable. The Federal Railroad Administration feels that U.S. metrication
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improve iwould impair its effectiveness during the transition. but slightly mproVe it
over the long term: The operation of American railroads woul not be ap-
preciabIy affected one way or the other by U .S..conversion to me ric.

In the field of Urban 'mass _transportation.. there is little ct(rrent metric
usage and no trend toward its increase: There are fewforeign Markets for
U.S. transit equipment. and relatively small amounts of purchases from
abroad. With no concerted national action there will be little effect from in-
creasingcreasing worldwide use of the'.metric System. although purchase of equip-
ment from foreign countries will become more complicated and expensive.

If there were a planned national program of metrication. the Urban Mass
Transportation .Administration (UMTA) feels that metrication in the US.'
transit industry would be "tremendously complicated." In view of equip
ment life expectancies. a 2(I -year time ,frame for adoption would impose
fewer difficuities, and costs. UMTA feels that implementation of such pro-..
gram would impair its effectiveness. although in the long term it would sim-
plify manufacturing. procurenient and dealing with foreign suppliers. .

-.UMTA does not- regard the transit industry as a major element in a US.
decision to "go metric." Since there would be some long-term benefits, con-
version to metric standards as systems are retooled or replaced would be at-
tractive .to the industry and to UMTA from the standpoint of administration
of its programs. "- .

Maritime transportation operations'use metric in less than one-quarter of
potential applications. About 20 percent of tariffs on file with the Federal.
Maritime Commission incorporate metric measures. The Maritime Administ
!ration (Department of Commerce) observes a clear trend in the rest of the
world's . merchant marine toward 'Complete metrication. This has already
resulted in M A RA D's having to maintain some dual records. with increased
costs and some disadvantages in verbal and written communications.
Without orderly U.S. metrication these problems can only increase.

The Federal Maritime Conimission (FMC) feels that a planned metric
conversion would have negligible impact on its transpOrtation areas of
respongibilitY; and would simplify tariff filings. MARAD thinks Metrication
would improve its. effectiveness by simplifying procedures and.reducing er-
rors, and result in king-term cost savings. Five of the nine respondents in
MARAD favor coordinated national metrication.

The Maritime Commission .Suggested a promotional program to bring the
advantages of the metric system to the attention of the general public.
MARAD thinks U.S;fconversion to metric must come eventually. and the
sooner begun the less expensive it will be. This agency urged a clear and
positive U.S. policy, with specific- phases or stages delineated and
scheduled.

The U.S. Coast ,Guard (USCG).reporfed that in shipbuilding activities
within its purView, metric usage is already between one-quarter and three-
quarters of potential applications. I n.some cases this has already had severe.
impact on shipbuilding activities. In many cases dual engineering standards
are maintained because of the inconvenience or undesirability of converting
the measurements for use in the "other" system. The difficulties of the
present situation have already impaired USCG's ability to deal with its
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responsibilities regarding shipbuilding, and it is felt that unless the U.S. acts
now in this regard. the U.S. industry will fall even further out Of step with the
rest of the world. USCG urged metrication as soon as possible.

E. TRANSPORTATION SAFETY

Department of Transportation
United States Coast Guard
Federal Aviation Administration
Federal Highway Administration
Federal Railroad Administration:.
National Transportation Safely Board
National Highway Safety Bureau

The metric system is used in less than one-quarter of thc work activities in
transportation safety. reported on by these agencies. In the 'aviation safety
field:FAA notes increasing metric usage in engineering and some research
and development areas: most aviation medicine work is done immetric. This
degree of metrication has had negligible impact on FAA's aviation safety
mission. and the effect of evolutionary change is expected to so continue in
the absence of a national metrication effort. If there were a concerted na-
tional program of-metrication. FAA feels its effectiveness in dealing with its
aviation safety responsibilities would be impaired in the areas of altimeters,
and vertical and air speed indicators. With regard to this particular mission.
the Agency desires no action to increase metric -usage in the U.S. (although
offers no suggestions as to how to halt evolutionary change).

In the boating safety area, the Coast Guard pointed out that the U.S. mar-
ketfor pleasure craft is the world's largest. and other nations follow our lead
in this field.' Since most boating lines are not ;standardized, problems of ijk
terchangeability are 'minimal, and evolutionary metrication is having
negligible impact bn the industry and on the Coast Guard's ability to per-
form its boating safety responsibility. Even a concerted national program of
metrication would have little impact. Some regulations and standards would.
require revision. The Coast Guard Suggested 'adoption of the metric system
as soon as possible. before new standards based on customary measure-
ments are developed, and to avoid inevitably greater costs of a postponed 4

conversion.
rtr!.In the 'highwayhutomobile safety area. there is increasing awareness of

metric dithensions and standards due to the growing share (nowabout 5%)
of foreign (mostry metric) vehicles in the U.S. automobile population. The
National . Highway Safety- Bureau observed that this trend has had
substantial impact on highway safety because of (I) major problems in dual
dimensioning of safety:related engineering drawings and specifications. and
(2) metric-dimensioned hand tool problems in the repair and service indus-
try. (A:philosophy of the Bureau is that any development that makes au-
tomobiles easier or more convenient to service thereby improves highway...
safety.) The Bureau stated that in the absence of orderly U.S. metrication.
serious Rroblems in compatibility of design and test specifications and ser-

/.
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vicing tools will continue. On the .other hand. the National Transportation
Safety Board expects no effect on auto safety or on NTSB's activities from
the evolutionary measurement change. .

Safety-related benefits of metrication in the automobile industry Would be
.significant. Uniform speeilications could then he used for all vehicles in

tion of the metric system ratld improve .N HSB's. effectiveness. However. .

\21setting performance re irements' and coMplianee limits. Thus. ,S. adop- .....',

major, difficulties and chanVeover pains would add to Government and in-
&miry workload during theransitiion. with substantia/ impact. on the Bu- .. mall's. ability to perform its mission. National Transportation Safety Board
would he involved with revisions of manuals. data, plans and specifications.
generally "all measurements in ii-gnsportation systems." and expects some\impairment of effectiveness. during transition.- NHSB remarked that. metrica- -.
(ion would assist foreign automakers in penetrating the U.S. market.
probably mole so than with most other consumer products since service and
repair considerations can significantly influence auto buying attitudes. .

The National Highway Safety Bureau observed. thart the influence of the
automobile permeates the American social. economic and political structure.
and that metrication in this area woald bring major benefits in product and
service standardization. However, the potentially enormous impact of even
"small" changes (such as changing roadsigns to indicate metric distances) -,
necessitates thorough advance consideration of economic and other impacts.
A carefully planned national program would he required for a smooth U.S.
metric conversion. The Bureau believes that. ultimately, metric standardiza-
tion benefits would he worth the effort.

The metric system is not now used in the railway safety field; and spon-
taneous metrication is ur likely in the absence of Federal Government ac-
tio_n. The Federal Railroad Administration sees a planned metrication pro-
gram_ as imposing some additional workload during transition. but improving
its effectiveness regarding transportation safety in the long run. FRA
"would like to see increasing metric usage within its railroad safety area of
responsibility."

F. SCIENCE AND TECHNOLOGY, INCLUDING
THE NATIONAL MEASUREMENT SYSTEM

Department of Commerce
Environmental Science Services Administration (ESSA)
National Bureau of Standards (NI I3S)

National Science. Foundation (NSF)
Office of Science kind Technology (OST) (Executive Office of the

l'resident

Although the metric system (specifically the International System of
Units. Si) is the universal measurement language of basic science, its current
application in applied science areas varies considerably. Medical and earth
sciences arc largely metric. (Geophysics, oceanography and meteorology
have strong European roots,. thus an early tradition of metric usage.) In

45.
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ticademic science and military technology. use of metric measures ranges
between one-quarter and three-quarters of potential applications. as is true
of information systems. although in this -field devices are increasingly star
dardized and metric usage is increasingly common. In the environmental
seiences. applied biology (agriculture. fisheries. forestry). energy. and. water
resources. he metric .systeni is used in less than one-quarter of potential ap-
plications: Gradual metrication is occurritig--in engineering research and
development, but there has been little change in measurement usage in en-
gineering 'design.- The metric system is now widely taught and used in
schools-and colli:g es. . -. . .

With no systematic effort toward U.S. metrication. there would be little ef-
fect. or impact on most science areas. 'he ievolptionary growth of metric.
usage. fostering prolonged employment of dual measurements. wonld cause
increasing complietitions in tippliedbiology. water resources. energy studies
and information systems. Engineers would grobably fact:increasing heed for
dual scales on measuring instruments and conversion of handbooks. The
situation in eturly science education could become chaotic. - :

Metrication under a nationally ylzmiled .progrzum 'would engender siile'
trainsition problems in space research civil aviation. mnionad security ttetivi-
ties. water resources (e.g...posible conversion of land record si and applied
biology. OST states that scientific aspects of national security would not
suffer. but insignificant advantages would he gained in this area althongh
difficulties arc inherent in all cbrrent dual system usage. OST feels that work _... .,--7.:',1' ..:.--

......-

in information systemS,and military technology would definitely benefit "in......7:-.:.,7:.:7:7-:

view of the current trend toward .universztlity of equipment." L.J.S,tpctriti-0,-,-*:::" ..):

tion would be "easy tuid advantageous from the,tandwitiriValtic'ation-..- it
would simplify arithmetic, delay the introdKtifitiqiflfractionS. and generally
facilitate much learning for children. rhe conversion 'would. of course.
greatly benefit internatiiiiitll technical cooperation. ,

OST-NSrand ESSA each foresee some slight impairment of effective-
ness during transition, with long-run advantages from the shift. since
science, engineering and education would be more easily coordinated. (OST
does feel adoption of metric tiage would impair its effectiveness in energy '-
studies.) Impact on these agencies and their areas amnia-hill responsibility
would range from twig/gib/L to trivia/.,Probablil resistance to change Would :

be the greatest problem: _costs-of conversion in science and technology
should he relatively small. As ESSA put it. since a single. measurement
system clearly would be advantageous for U.S. technology in the long-run. A-,

, I
a nationally planned program of metrication would appear to have advantage
over the present slow 'evolutionary conversion with its extended necessity .)

for dual measurement usage.
OST favors U.S. metrication for most science and technology areas under

its cognizance. °SIM military technology specialist urged that the U.S.
\"press forward with all_due haste in those areas where metrication is feasi-

., ble." The 'aSsistant for national security affairs believes the nation should
-',,, move toward metrication since it is "inevitable." NSF favors positive action

. ',to convert to metrie. and ESSA favors a nationally coordinated program.

1.
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Possible numerical indicators of the impact of metrication on these areas
would he: figures on exports of science-related commodities le.g...eomputer
tapes). and -incidence of useOlcustomary and SI units in technical literittnre.

The National Bureau-of Standards is responsible for maintaining the in-
tegrity and consistency of the physical measurement -sy4em or systems for

t- the n don, and supporting their effective application throughout science. in-
dustry and commerce. With the ever jncreasing impact of science and,
technology on all aspects of life in the U nited States. the present dual mea-
surement usage poses a growing,.necessity for conversions and'interfacing
between the two systems. yoPiion of Metric usage. in addition to facilitat-
ing communication wean scientists and the entimeering-Commercial
world.- would redueelhe number of standardsreituired. By eliminating the
present need to maintain and support dila!: measurement systeniti
don. would imprOve NBS's effectiveneSs in perfbrmin nfiscion with re-
ad to the national measurement system.

/
G. EDUCATION 4,.../"-------

Der2iitmer/rt o F.ducatiolnand.Welfare
Office of Education

1.
Current metric system usage in U.S. educational activities is*ss than one-

quarter Of totality. No trend toward increased metrication is observed, and
the present usage has-had negligibie impact. In the absence of a national met
rication effort, the increasing worldwide and domestic employment of metric

probably have little or no effect on eduCattion.
A nationally planned program forp.loption of metric !ight result in minor

cost benefits in educationat activities. The Office -of'Education (OE) feels
that most of the real benefits would probably come in international commu-
nications and standards activities. The Office suggests that it might be dif-
ficult to operate a successful metrication program over a longer than 10-year
period, since there might he a tendency to delay conversion:

OE feels that U.S. adoption of SI would improve its effectiveness with re-
gard to its mission. by eliminating the necessity to teach and use two mea-
surement systems: There would be difficulties during the transition period .
when extensive programs of population -wide instruction would be
necessary.

'f Office. of Education favors U.S. metrication for the advantages of a
common. worldwide measurement system and data base. It noted that such
a conversion would not cause changes which would affect the processes of .

instruct" n.

H. HEALTH

Department of Health. Education and Welfare
Health Services and Mental Health Administration (El SM HA)

Veterans Administration (VA)

Over the past 20 years the health science community in the U.S. has con-- verted completely to metric measurement units. and the health prqkssions
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.are now using the metric syste- 1 almost exclusively': The pharMaceutiCal in-it.

dustry is almost totally..Metric- lased. The conversionta metric usage in the
health field loOkplace graduaily and apparently-had iiii.tligible impti4On-;. ,.
U_S-rhealth activities amt on triSMHA'sability to .perform its mission: T.he,

::
--- Veterans Administration observed that further erolationary.metrication.ls

. . -... .

-. unlikely. since this would im'olve the more costly adoption of metric en- ''' (.

gineering standards. In other. Words, the only remaining area of largely custo-
mary measurement usage in the health field is in the engineering.standards
for design and maintenance of equipment. . .

. Evolutionary measurement change has already brought about imptoved
communication of.clinical and health science data. Anationally planned pro-
gram of U.S. metric conversion would hasten this trend. facilitating measure-
ment and calculation. increasing international cooperation. and eliminating
Present problems. or equipmeint- incompiitibility due to differing standards.

. ..HSMHA feels that adoption of the metric system would probably improve
) .

its effectivenesS, since technicians and aides would then already be familiar. .,.
. with metric when entering employment and not have to work with dual

systems. Also. the general public would probably better understand dosages :.'
;. of pharmaceuticals. The principal impacts of conversion in the health field.

) would be the initial training of personnel and the conversion or feplacenierit
of instruments and equipment: Both HSM H A 'and VA recommended a na-
tionally planned program for U.S: metrication. .

.

1. LABOR AFFAIRS

-Department of Labor

.Current metric usage in labor affairs in the U.S. is between zero and one-
quarter of poieniial applications. Some use of metric measurements and en-
gineering standards is foundin the area of occupational health and safety. in-
cluding use by-the regulatory-agencies in the 1181d. Worldwide,and domestic
metrication has had iegligible effect On labor affairs, and no present trend of
increased use is observed in this field. There have-been some slight disrup-
tions in certain statistics. such as industrial prices. due to changes in specifi-
cations.

A nationally planned program of metrication would incur minor conver-
sion costs in the labor statistical area. The Bureau of Labor Statistics ex-
pects advantages of the conversion would outweigh disadvantages by the
end of the transition period, especially in manpower areas in which there is
considerable international work. International activities in trade analysis and
statistical exchanges would be facilitated. ,The transition effort itself would
involve training and education programs. such as those conducted by the
Manpower Administration, and the Bureau of Apprenticeship and Training
observed that concerted action should include a "planned step-by-step pro-
gram . . . starting with the school systems."

Both of the Department of Labor rèspondents favor a nationally
coordinated program of metrication.
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TRADE, PRACTICES

Federal Trade Commission

The metric system is currently used in less than one-quarter of the nation's
.

domestic trade activities. Evolutionary metric usage has had negligible
impact on this field. In the absence of Federal Government action toward
metrication. this: situation will remain essentially unchanged. 1 mported
products originating in "metric" will simply cOntinue to beat
required expressions of customary weights and measures.

The primary effect of,a planned: program of metric adoption in
the Federal Trade COMMission's area of responsibility would be the revision-.
of product labeling to show quantities and .measurements in metric units.
TR package. industry might have to do some. retooling (e.g.. depending on

- the bottle size standardsselected to replace pints. quarts). The FTC is una-
ble.to7estimate whether or not U.S. metrication would improve its effective-
ness with regard thethe nation's trade practices:.

I

K. SMALL BUSINESSES.
..._

i

Small Business AdminiSfration

Present use of he -metrioSystem by small businesses is less than one-.
quarter of possibki applications. Although research and development com-
panies employ metiric in some of their activities, they tend to use customary
units and standarqs in their contracting. Worldwide metrication has so fat
had negliWble to /Piths/ impact on the nation's small businesses. The bulk of
product of small 'business firms are consumed by either government or
domestic firms with customary units and standards predominant. Only
those small businesses 'serving foreign markets have been affected.

Continued evolutionary adoption-of the metric system without a coor-
dinated national program might have serious consequences for small busi-
nesses. In the absence of any Federal assistance. small businesses would
tend to lag behind government and larger industries in their spdmaneous
metrication, and might be put at a competitive disadvantage. The shift would
help a limited number of small manufacturers sell abroad, but this advantage
could be offset by substantipl to severe costs of transition for small manufac-
turing firms. Metrication could also mean more competition from abroad for
small tool and machine manufacturers without an offsetting increase in ex-
pOit s. hindered as theY'are by high production costs.

The Small BusinesS Administration 1SBA) suggested that with a na-
tionally coordinated metrication effort, a program of Federal assistance to
small businesses would be helpful. One respondent in SBA thinks the shor-
test possible transition period would he cheapest in conversion costs...
Another feels that a span of conversion of 10 to 20 years would impose a -'
more moderate impact on these industries.

_
Worldwide and domestic metrication so far has had negligibk impact on

SBA's ability to perform its mission, and it is unclear what future effect in-
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.

creasing .metrie usage--wotikd have in this _regard. lb the event..01 coor -'
dinated program -of nationaI\metrication. respondents in SBA recommend
programs of assistance for the Nation's small busineSseS. in addition to

-teaching of the metric system throughout the educational system. Indices of
foreign exports by small U.S. producerS Might be used as a numerical. indica-
tor of the impact of metrication on small businesses.

L.:- 'CONSUMER AFFAIRS

-;
Department Of Agriculture
Depart ment of Commerce
General Services Administration ,

President's Committee on Consumer-Interests. .

Metric units aresetirrently used in less than one-quarter. of all measure-
ments within the consumer affairs-sphere. Impact of growing metric usage in
this area has been trivial. to moderate.-The consuMer seems to be increas-
ingly aware of the metric systeni and to accept, its use. Imported packaged
products are generally labeled in customary .units of:weight or volume.
although many show dual dimensions. Some foreign manufactured furnitureitand other products..are beginning to-appear on the U.S. market with dimen-
sions'stated only in metric units.

If .there is no-coordinated action for orderly- U.S.-.:.metrication. the evolu-
tionary trend will probably continue to be. accepted by .'the consumer...
although increasing confusion is likely. It 'should be recognized thai the im-
pact of this trend on the .consumer produCts area is potentially very large.
U.S. international trade in these commodities may stiffer if the U.S: remains
non-metric. Already the Package Proliferation programs of the DepartMent
of Commerce (intended to minimize the diversity of sizes in which products
are packaged) are put at a disadvantage by the need to retain both metric and
customary can sizes.

'All of these agencies expect that a planned program of U.S. metrication
would result in definite advantages for The U.S.,consumer The Department
of Agriculture otoserved that the problem of being an intelligent consumer is
becoming increasingly, difficult with the proliferation of goods and services.
With adoption of metric usage. communication and calculation would be
made more efficient and.less costly..and there would be less opportunity for
deception regarding container sizes and pricing. There are the well-known
'frustrations of trying to mentally compare prices of products in different
package sizes (e.g.. weights in pounds and ounces), which calculations are
converted to straightforward decimal operations when metric measurements
are employed. Persons of low intellectual 'ability might have the most dif-
ficulty learning and adapting to the metric system,- but in the long run
benefits to them might be relatively greater in view Of the simpler arithmetic.

These agencies expect that impact of a national metrication program on
their ability to perform their missions' in consumer affairs would be
negligible to-trivial, although any consequences would be in the, direction of
iniproving effectiveness. The Department. of Agriculture suggested that ac-
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tual adoption of metric measurements take pike' over a relatively short
periOd (e.g.. not more than 5 years). but with much time and effort put into
the development of sotind plans. in addition to consumer faroiliarization and
education, beforehand. The rate of progress inadoption of Metric engineer--
ing standards and practices would be governeCI by obsolescence and other
economic factors and .dernand for change as. and after. the metric language
comes into general use.

The Office of Product. Standards in the Department of Commerce favors
implementation of a platined U.S, conversion to the metric system. The De-

.

partment of Agriculture and the President's Committee on Consumer In-
terests urged the conducting of Government programs to facilitate popular
understanding of the metric system and its advantages. In addition to this
and to dealing with 9onfusions and Misunderstandings during the transition.'
provisionswould be 'needed for protecting. the etinity of parties involved in

on consumer affairs. would be prices of prodticts toconsumersnind market-..

transactions and for handling a larger thlin average number of:court cases in
this connection. Possible numerical indicators of the impact of metrication

ing costs.

M.1 ENVIRONMENTAL POLLUTION CONTROL

Department of the Interior
Federal Water Quality Administration

Department of Agriculture (USDA)
Department of Conimerce

Environmental Science Services Administration (ESSA)
Department of H callh . Education and Welfare

Environmental .Health Service
Department of Housing lind Urban Development
Department of Transportation

Office of Assistant Secretary for Environment and Urban Systems
United States Coast Guard (USCG) .

Federal Aviation Administration
Atomic Energy Cominission (AEC)
Federal Power Commission
Tennessee Valley Au thority(TV A)

The degree of employment of the metric system in activities related to en-
vironmental pollution control varies widely.. Scientific research efforts are
largely metric (e.g.. health physics. biology). Air and water quality engineers

. use metric measurements in one-quarter to three-quarters of their work. On
. the other hand. environmental-engineers make little use of metric. as do poi-

lution control equipment manufacturers. Metric usage is gradually increas-
ing in most engineering fields (except environmental). Professional journals
in the field are increasingly requiring use of SI units in technical papers.
Evolving international cooperation and understandinkamong scientists and
engineers is fostering this trend. The Atomic Energy Commission reports a
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trend toward probable complete metrication of environmental quality activi-
ties under its cognizance...

Impact of increasing worldwide and domestic metric usage on.thestf agen-
cies' pollution control activities has been negligible to iriVia/. with some
cases of »toderate..impact. The Department of Agriculture .reported some
changes of measuring devices. and some dual nsage with attendant conver-
sions: soil surveys are now published in dual measurement language. To
meet the needs of scientific users .ESSA provides some data in dual
unitstide predictions are so published. The U.S. Coast Guard stated that
in maritime pollution control, measuring instruments and technical activities
have used the metric system for years.

If there is no national effort toward orderly metric conversion. some of
these agencies expect little or no effect. HoweVer. the Federal, WaterQuali-
ty Administration (Department of the Interioi) stated thateantinued U.S.
use of the customary measurement system will increasingly hinder transfer '

to the U.S.. of technology developed in metric countries'. The Agriculture.
Department anticipates growing cost impacts_ from evolutionary metrication
and increasing difficulties for the Department in performing its pollution con-
trol .mission. The U.S. Coast Guard foresees some increasing incon-
venience. The Tennessee .Valley Authority anticipates some TeCalibration
costs. but no real difficulties..

Six of these agencies said U.S. adoption of 'metric usage would improve
their effectiveness in the environmental quality field, and three others sug-
gested that metrication .Would-have yery little-effect on their mission capa-
bility. The Federal Power Commission'stated.that the impact of metrication
on pollution control in its area-has been negligible so far and "would con-
tinue to .be so unless there were concerted action to increase use of metric'
engineering standards." leaving it at that. USDA observed that U.S. metri-
cation would result in greater international use of our soil and water conser-
vation practices. and greater U.S. use of other countries' technology..U1DA,
and AEC cited facilitated data processing and calculating activities as ex-
pected benefits. ESSA pointed out that after metric con'version; instrument
makers would no longer have to produce dual lines of prOducts..and present
generally unsatisfactory dual usage would be eliminated. The EnvirOnmental
Health Service cited possible costs for conversion of existing pollution con-
trol equipment and spare parts problems. as well as possible benefits to ex-
port sales. The Department of Trainsportatrda mentioned the potentiality
improved international cooperation. for example .on standards in the ocean
pollution and aircraft noise areas. TVA expects reduced likelihood of errors
and facilitated reporting and interpretation in scientific articles: TVA's en-
vironmental engineers, who do not favor metrication.. foresee posSible im-
pairment of their work during transition in view of conversion costs for maps
and charts and the necessity of dipl usage during conversion.

Most of these agencies. in respect to their environmental pollution control
responsibilities. favor some form of Federal Government action to increase
U.S. use of the metric system. The Department of Agriculture. ESSA,
USCG. AEC. and TVA all endorse a nationally planned program of metri-
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cation, or otherwise "encouraging early adoption" of the metric system. The
Department of the Interior suggested that "Government encourage the ef-
forts of industry to convert." and HUD recommended theGovernment "en-
courage increased use of SI." The En4onmental Health Service recom-
mended that The Government metrication of U.S. industrial and
engineering standar& as they are revised and th nevostandards are
developed," and critically evaluate cost effects; of metrication on an industry
by industry basis..

USDA. adludin i? to the costs of dual- system operation during-transition.
urged conversion "as quickly as possible. 'alter thorough -deVelopment of
plitns." On the other hand. the Department of the I nteritit: and the Environ-
mental Health Service, dotibtless having the problems of equipment conver-.
sion in mind, suggested a transition period of 10 to 20 years:. Yariancesof the
optimum transition periods for different kinds of activities wOtild-have to htii
Considered in developing a national metrication plan.

N. INTERNATIONAL AFFAIRS AND TRADE

Department of State
Bureau of Economic Affairs

Department of the Treasury..
Department-of Agriculture (USDA)
Department of Commerce

.Bureau of .International Commerce (BIC)
United States Tariff Commission

In general the metric system is used in less than one-quarterof measure-
ment applications- in -international affair's and trade. and evolutionary mea-
surement change has had generally little impact on these agencies and their
areas of national responsibility. In industrial commodities the US. Is uSually
able to provide equipment compatible with metric -based systemk where this
is a condition of sale. and foreign, metric countries wishing to gel,' on the
U.S.. market have usually been able to provide non-metric equipment when
necessary. The Department of Agriculture reported that, with the
Widespread use of dual dimensioning inits international affairs area,' between
one-quarter and three-quarters of 'measurement applications are in metric.
Use of metric in international trade activities is definitely increasing. More
and more statistics for international comparisons and world or regional totals
are being published using metric units. Foreign markets and customers are
importatit for U.S. agriculture.

Without a national program for orderly U.S. metrication, USDA expects
there `'ill be slowly increasing metric usage in this area with continued con
fusion increased conversion errors. more problems in meeting other coun-
tries' standards. and increasing difficulties in performing its international af-
fairs mission. The Bureau of International Commerce (Departmentof Com-
merce) estimates that the competitive position of the U.S. in world trade will
probably suffer if 'the rest or the world continues to "go metric" while the
U.S. makes no national effort to do so. This would result from ( I ).the decline
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in markets for non-metric goods. and (2) increased competition of metric
producing nations in metric markets. The Bureau of Economic Affairs (De-
partment of State) reported its experience that diversity of units of measure
or standards among nations acts as a barrier to trade. while uniformity
facilitates it. The Bureau believes that "metrication would tend to advance
the economic goals of the U.S. and improve well-being in the world at large
by removing a 'trade barrier' and encouraging freer flow of goods and ser-
vices among nations." Most of our export, markets are, or soon will be "on"
the metric system: and both the relative and absolute importance of these
markets are growing constantly. The Treasury Department observed that
U.S. metrication would also facilitate imports. but the increase would not he
significant: "Given the vast size of the U.S. nfarket. foreign producers
presently make the adjustments in their products necessary to sell them in
the U.S. under the English ,(customary) system." It is a consensus of these
respondents that the overall impact on the U.S. balance of payments of a

, harmonized, worldwide measurement system would, if significant. be favora-
ble. The Bureau of International Commerce does feel that imports of metric

'capital goods might expand temporarily during the transition period.
USDA. as in its other activities, favors as short a transition' period as

feasible. to minimize the confusion and problems of dual usage. BLC sug-
gests the optimhm, period for transition would depend on the average
depreciation period of production equipment for exports. Since machine
tools would be the export mostaffected by the change, the optimum time for
conversion would appear to lie.between I0 and 20 years.

I n general these agencies feel that U.S adoption of metric usage would im-
prove their effectiveness. in international affairs and trade. International
dealings would be facilitated, and there would he lower costs and fewer er-
rors. USDA believes the Government should initiate action to convert, and
lead the country. To facilitate comparisons and bargaining with other coun-
tries, "U.S. specific import tariff rates and import quotas (copra. sugar.
meat, etc.) should be expressed in metric units."

The effects of metrication on this area would be reflected in the balance of
trade accounts. HoWever: in view of the many factors influencing exports
and imports. it would be difficult to identify specific consequences of metric
conversion. USDA suggested thai chaliges in' export statistics on specified
commodities and packaging might be partial indicators. (The Department
noted there have already been instances where a U.S. product washnac-
ceptable to a fOreign country because of its packaging in a non-metric size.)

0. ECONOMIC AFFAIRS: TAXATION

Depart me nt of the Treasury C

Metric Measurements are currently used to a limited extent in the taxation
field in the U.S. If there is no U.S. program fOr metricconversion. increasing
worldwide and domestic use of metric measures and.standards is likely to
have little. if any,,effect in this field.
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If a nationally plan'ned program of U.S. metrication is adopted.-the *part,
Ment would have to adapt '.the rele6nt tax laws. regulations and Torms:r
Special attention would be required by specific excise tax rates: In view of
the itegkeiNe impact of evolUtionary measurement usage change on taka-
hon. the Treasury respondents see no need for U.S. action on metrication.

3 See app. 6
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Appendix 1

82 STAT. 693

To authorise the Secretory of Conitoeree to make a study to determine 11w &droll.
taps and disadvantages of Increased use of the metric system lo the United

Be it enacted by the .Senate and house of Re/presents ern of the

Males.

United States of Amerietrin t'ongreas assembled, That the SeOvetary of Metric system.
Commerce is hereby authorized to conduct a pmgram of investigation, sway.
research, and survey to determine the impact of Increasing worldwide
use of the metric system on the United States; to appraise the desir-
ability and practicability of increasing the use of metric weights and
measuresin the United States; to study the .feasibility of retaining
and .promoting by, intermit ional.use-of dirriensional and other engi-
neering standards based on the customary measurement units of the
United States; and to evaluate the costs and benefits of alternative
courses of action which may be feasible for the United States.

Sec. 2. In carrying out the progrnm, described in the first section of Investigation .
this Act, the Secretary, among other things, shall ari appraisal

(1) investigate and appraise the advantages and disadvantages requirements.
to the United States in international trade and commerce, and in
military and other areas of international relat ions, of the increased
use of an internationally standardized,system of weights and
measures;

(2) appraise economic and military advantages and disad-
vantages of the increased use of the metric system in the United
States or of the increased use of such system in specific fields and
the impact of such increased use upon those affected;

(3) conduitt
i

extensive comparative studies of the systems Of
weights and measures used n educational, engineering, manu-
facturing, commercial, public, and scientific areas, and the rela-
tive advantages and.disadvadisadvantages, and degree of standardization
-if each in its respective field ;

() investigate and appraise the possible practical difficulties
which might+be encountered in accomplishing the increased use
of...the inetrii.tyitem of weights and measures generally or in
speeific fields or areas in the United States;
,(5) 'permit appropriate participation by representatives of

....United States industry, science, engineering, and labor, and their
associations, in the planning and conduct of the program author.
lad by the first section of this Act, and in the evaluation of the
information secured under such program; and

(6) consult and cooperate with other government agencies,
Federal, State, and local, and, to the extent practicable, with
foreign governments and international organizations.

Sec. 3.:111 conducting the studies and developing the recommends- Results of
t ions required in this Act, the Secretary shall give full consideration to oranges in
the advantages, disadvantages, and problems associated with possible "moosuremorit
changes in either the system of measurement units or the related di- oYltote
mensional and engineering standards currently used in the United
States, and specifically shall

(1) investigate the extent to which substantial 'changers in the
size, shape, and design of important induktrial products would be
necessary to realize the benefits which might result from general
use of metric units of measurement in the United States; .

(2) investigate the extent to which uniform and accepted engi-
neering standards based on the metric system of measurement
units are in are in each of the fields under study and Compare the
extent to such use and the utility.nud degree of. sophistication of
such metric standards with those in use in the United States; and

(3) recommend specific ineans_of meeting the practical diffi-
culties and costs in those areas of the economy where an recom-
mended change in the system of measurement units and related
dimensional and engineering standards would raise significant
practical difficulties or entail significant costs of conversion.

Ace. . The Secretary shall submit. to the Congress such interim: Report to
reports as he deems desirable, and within three years after the date of, Con8ress
the enactment of this Act, a full and complete report of the findings
made under. the program authorized by this Act, together with such
recommendations as he considers to be appmPriate and in the best:
interests of the United States.

Sec. b. From funds previously appropriated to the Department of rums.
Commerce, the Secretary is authorized to utilize such appropriated
sums as are necessary, but to exceed $500,000, to carry out the line-
pores of this Act. for the first year of the program.

Szc. 8. This Act shall expire t hi rty days after the submission of the Expiration
final report pursuant to sect ion 3. date

Approved 'August 9, 1968. .
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GLOSSARY

I. Customary System: the system of measurement units (yard. pound.
second. degree Fahrenheit. and units derived from these)most commonly
used in the United States. Often referred to as -the "English.systern" or
the "U.S. system." Our customary system is derived from. but not identical
a) . the "Imperial system ": the latter.has been used in the United Kingdom
and other English- speaking countries, but is being abandoned in favor of
the metric system. .

'2. Metric System: the measurement system that commonly uses the
meter for length, the kilogram for mass. the second for time, the degree
Celsius (same as "Centigrade") for temperature, and units derived from
these. This system has evolved over the years and the modernized version
today is identified as the "International System of Units." which is ab-
breviated "S1.7

. .

3. International System of Units (SI): popularly known as the modern:.
ized metric system. it is the coherent system of units based upon and
including the meter (length). kilogram (mass), second (tithe), kelvin (tem-
perature), ampere (electric current), and candela (luminous intensity), us
established by the General Conference on Weights and Measures in 1960.
under the Treaty of the Meter. A seventh base unit, the mole (for amount
of substance) is being considered as another SI base unit. The radian (plane
angle) and the steradian (solid angle) are supplemental units of the system.

4. Metrication: any act tending-to increase the use of the metric system
(SI). whether it be increased use of metric units or of engineering standa$ds
that are based on such units. .

.

5. Planned Metrication: metrication following a coordinated national
plan to bring about, the increased use of the metric system in appropriate
areas of the economy and at -appropriate times. The inherent aim of such a
plan would be to change a nation's measurement system and practices from
primarily customary to priMprily metric.

.

'6. ,Cost Of- M etrication: that increment of cost, monetary or otherwise.
directly attributable to metrication over and above any costs that would
have been incurred without metrication.

7. Benefits of Metrication: monetary and other advantages accruing as a'
..- result of increased use of the metric system. . ,

8. Measurement Standard: a device or 'physical phenomenon ,that is
used to define or`Cletermine & characteristic of a thing' in...terms of a unit
of measurement established by authority. ExaMples are gage blocks,
weights. thertriometers, and mean solar day.

9. Engineering Standard: a practice established by authority or mutual
agreement and described in a document to assure dimensional compati-
bility, quality of product, uniformity of evaluation procedure, or uniformity
of eng'neering language. Examples are documents prescribing screw
thread dimensions, chemical composition and mechanical properties
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of steel. dress sizes. safety standards for motor vehicles. methods of test
for sulphur in oil, and codes for highway. sign. Engineering standilrds
are often designated in terms of the level of coordination by which they
were established (e.g.. company standards, industry standards. national

.standards).



A'

FEDERAL GOVERNMENT SURVEY ;
(INTERNAL OPERATIONS)
U. S. Metric Study

Authorized by
PL 90-472,.9-8-68

INTRODUCTION

Background,

Appendix 3

Public Law 90-472, requires the Department of Commerce to study
"the increasing worldwide use of the metric system" in order to
determine what action, if any, should be taken in the United States
Government regarding 'metrication to further "the best interests of
the United States". This task has been delegated by the Secretary
of Commerce to the National Bureau of Standards.

This Survey of Federal Government agencies is one of the major
components of the Study. It's purposeis-to-determineT

1. Which 'federal agencies use. the metric system* and to
what extent.

ti

2. Which federal agencies plan to increase.metric usage
voluntarily (i.e., Without any nationally planned
program to increase metric usage).

3. What might federal agencies do to hasten metrication**
should there be a nationally planned program to increase
metric usage.

4. Which federal agencies would be affected, and to what
degree, by changes in, metric usage external to the agency.

5. To what extent would such changes (i.e., both #3 and #4)
improve or impair agency effectiveness.

*The measurement system based on the meter as a unit of length,
the kilogram as a unit.of mass, the second as a unit of.time, the
degree Celsius as a unit of temperature, and units derived therefrom.
The modernized version is known as "The International System of Units"(SI)
**Metrication is defined as any act tending to increase the use of,
the metric system.
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Synopsis of Questionnaire

This Questionnaire is divided into two parts. Part I deals
with the present and asks in what ways, if any, the subdivisions
ofeCtr agency use the metric measurement units and metric
ngineering standards* for'products, containers, components,
materials, equipment or processes, etc.

Part II deals with the future and'asks you (1) to state what
changes in measurement units and engineering standards you would
like to see with regard to your subdivision (Section IIA) and
(2) to predict the effects on your subdivision that would probably
occur under three different assumptions:

Assumption 1 No concerted national program to increase
the use of the-metric measurement units
and/or metric.engineering standards in a
world of, increasing metric usage (Section IIB).

Assumption 2 7k nationally planned program to increase the use
of SI metric measurement units (language cnly). .
After a ten year period of transition,. SI metric
measurement units will be used throughout the U.S.
in all new and revised documents except for de-
scribing existing customary hardware, replacement
parts therefor, and interfaces therewith. (Section
"IIC of Questionnaire)----__,

*Engineering' standards differ from. measurement units (metric
measurement units are listed in the first footnote:at bottom of'
page i). Engineering standards consist of practices established
by 'authority or mutual agreement and described in a docudent to
assure dimensional compatibility, quality of product, uniformity
of evaluation procedure, or uniformity of engineering language.
EXamples are documents describing screw thread dimensions,
chemical composition and mechanical properties of steel, method
of test for sulphur in oil, and codes for highway signs.. '

Engineering standards may be designated in various classes
depending upon the level of coordination by which they were
established; such as, cOmpany standards, industry standards,

/
national standards; etc. The use of metric measurement units must
normally accompany

7
t e use of metric engineering standards.
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Assumption 3 A nationally planned program to increase the
use of metric measurement units and metric
engineering standards. Metric engineering
standardi, as well as metric measurement
units, will be used(for all new and redesigned
products.after a ten year period of transition.
(Section IIC of Questionnaire)

Section IID asks whether you believe that there should.be concerted
action.to bring about changes, toward metrication.

Also' worth noting is that in several of the sections you do not
have to answer the remaining questions in the section if you
answer "No" or "Don't Know" ("DK") to the first question.

Costs are to exclude all added or reduced procurement and
contracting costs except "Specialized hardware" which is desig ed
to the buyer's specification and is not available off the shel

Costs are to be based on 1970 dollars and are to be net
(e.g., added expenses minus savings).

Another. inquiry, complimentary to this, will be aimed at searching
out the estimated effects of metrication on large scale national
systems (e.g., transportation, communication) and on the ability
of federal agencies.to fulfill their responsibilities in regard
to these systems.

INSTRUCTIONS

This questionnaire is designed to elicit your best estimates.
Please submit any available data along with your estimates.

Please feel free to use separate sheets of paper on which to
put additional information.

Each department (and independent agency) is asked to submit
a consolidated response using information derived from the
questionnaires which their constituent subdivisions have completed.

Responses should be returned to the department or agency liaison
within thirty days from the date of receipt of this questionnaire.

Please look over the questionnaire carefully before beginning
to answer the questions.

ds1".14.
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'

U. S. DEPARTMENT OP COMMERCE
National Bureau of Standards
Form NBS-511 (5-70)

METRIC STUDY SURVEY .
FEDERAL AGENCIES

Questionnaire Number Bureau of the Budget
No. 41570015

Approval Expires

June. 1971

Agency Name Respondent Subdivision

Dates Questionnaire Received Date Questionnaire Completed

Please Give a Brief Description of Mission of Your Subdivision

;..
.

. .
.

Respondent's game .

PART I (Questions Relating to Existing Measurement Systems.)

1. Are metric measurement units and metric engineering standards used in any of

your.aCtivities?

- Metric measurement units 0 Yes CINo °Don't Know (DK)

4- Metric engineering standards* `.Yes 0 No 7 DK

If both are No or DK, go to Section IIA. Otherwise, please answer questions below.

2. In which activities are your now using the metric system?

Metric measurement units!'

Metric engineering standards:

3. Please check the advantages of your present use of metric instead of customary.

'Advantages Metric Units Metric Engineering Standards

a. Cost Savings.

b. Operational Improvement

c. Legal Requirements

d. International Cooperation

e. Scientific Activities Use SI

f. Other (Please specify below)
.

. .

*Please again note that theuse-of-metslc_measurement...units must normally accompany the.

use of metric engineering standards.
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4. Are there disadvantages to your agency in your present use of equipment, coMponents,
procesqes, etc. described in metric units and/or metric engineering standards?

- Metric measurement units 0 Yes 3 No C1DK
,..

- Metri \ engineering standards 0 Yes alio 0 DK

If both are No or DK, go to Section IIA. Otherwise, please answer questions below.
-..

,a. Please explain the disadvantages of your present use of the metric system.

DisadvantageS of,Present-Use Metric Units Metric Enaineering standards
a. Increased Costs

b. LacK of Familiarization

c. L4a1 Requirements
d. Operational Impairment
e. Engineering' and /or Industry

Prefers Customary
f. ,Other

b. Do advantages of your present use of the metric system outweigh the disadvantages?

- Metric measurement units C)Yes 13 No .0 DK

- Metric engineering standards 0 yes 0 No 0 DK

COMMENTS:

PART II (QuestionsRelating to Future Measurement Systems.)
Section A

1. Are there any changes which your subdivision would like to see made in measurement
units and/or engineering standards?

- Metric measurement units 0 Yes 0 No ODK

- Metric engineering standards C)Yee: r)No 0 DK
6

If both are No or DK, go on to Section IIB. Otherwise, please answer questions
below.

' 2. What changes would your subdivision like to see?

Metric measurement units:

Metric engineering standards:
Q.

63
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3. Why would you like to see these changes in your subdivision?

Metric measurement units;

Metric engineering standards:

4. What problems or obstacles for youi subdivision do you sec in making these changes?

COMMENTS:

Metric measurement units:

Metric engineering standards:

C

0

4
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SECTION IIB: ASSUMPTION 1

We would now like you to forecast or predict
probable changes in measurement units and/or
engineering standards for yoUr agency, under
the assumption that there is no concerted
action to increase the use of the metric system
j.n a world of increasing metric usage.

65
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IIB. Under Assumption 1, please answer the following:

1. Do you anticipate, that your agency will make changes toward metrication in
measurement units and/or engineering'standards?

- Metric measurement units 0 Yes 0 No 'J DK

- Metric engineering standards 0 Yes 0 No 0 DK

If both are No or DK, go directly to Question IIB2. Othervlise, please answer
questions beloW.

a. Please describe the changes you foresee and the probable date of changes.

Metric MeWsurement Units,

Date Change

Metric Engineering Standards

Date Change

b. Please check tb reaso s why you think these changes will occur.

O 1. To improve ality' r performance

O 2. Suppliers ay force the change

0.3. Increasin world e usage of the metric system

O 4. Increasin stic usage of the metric system

O 5. Time and/or c st savings

O 6. Other (Please specify)

c. What percentage change in your subdivision's annual internal costs* (either
added costs or savings in 1970 dollars) might result from these changes?
Please check the most likely percentage change.

of Change0Type - .99% 1.00 - 4.99% 5.00 - 9.94% 10.00% or over

ded Cost

lAsd
avings -

Costs are to exclude all added or reduced procurement and contracting costs except
"specialized hardware" which is designed to the buyer's specification and is not available
off the shelf.

Costa are to be based on 1970 dollars and are to be net (e.g., added expenses minus savings).

421413 0 -71 . 5
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Part II Section 13..continued

d. Please explain why you expect these cost changes.

e. What legal problems (for example, changes in laws or codes) would you
anticipate if.your agency makes these changes?

V. If your agency makes changes, what difficulties do you foresee in addition
to'the costs and the legal problems?

g. What change in mission capability do you expect from these changes? Percentage
change in your subdivision's mission capability.

Plus % Minus %
h. Please explain why you expect these changes in mission capability.

i. Would the advantages of such changes in mission capability outweigh the
disadvantages?

3.

n Yes C/No 0 DR

If yes, please explain.

2. Under this assumption, if you do not anticipate that your agency will make
in measurement units or engineeking standards, please check the problem
foresee for. your subdivision.

changes
areas you

a., Training 0 f. Increased Conversion
0 b. Dual Dimensioning 0 g. Increased Interfacing

c.

O d.

Waste

Increased Inventory
0 h. Legal (changes in codes or laws,

for example)

0 e. International Cooperation
0 i. Other (Please specify)

3. Should any customary engineering standards which you may now use be retained in
your activities?

0 Yes , 3 No 0 DK

a. If yes, which ones?

COMMENTS:

c.

Should any of these standards be promoted for international use?

OYes ONo DR

Please explain.

Cr
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SECTION IIC: ASSUMPTIONS 2 AND 3

. 61

Within Section IIC, both Assumptions 2 and
3 are considered for each of the ten questions.

Assumption- 2 - Metric Measurement Units

Assuthe a nationally planned program to increase the use of metric
measurement units.(language.onlyY in the United States. After a
ten year period of transition -- July 1, 1972 to July I, 1982 --
SI metric measur.mve.nt units will be used throughout the U. S. in
all new and revised documents except for describing existing
customary hardware, replacement parts therefor,\and interfaces
therewith. Please assume.change in language only; dc not assume
changes toward metric based engineering standards under the
Assumption 2 part of SeCtionIIC.

Assume that these language changes will be made on printed
material (e.g., catalogues, deeds, labels) only as it.is being
revised unless there is a need or advantage to do so earlier.

Assume that industry will use the same period of transition
so that by July 1, 1982, all' products will be described in

SI units.

Assume further that SI will be taught throughout the U. S. .

school system and that the general public will have gained
familiarity with SI.

Assume that all countries except the U. S. and Canada will be
metric at the outset of the transition period.

Assume that ample time will be available for planning changes.
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Assumpti n 3 - Metric Engineering Standards

-
Assume a nationally planned program to increase the use of metric
measurement units And metric engineering standards.* Metric
engineering standards\ as well as metric measurement units, will
be used for all new and redesigned products after a ten year
,period of transition'-- July 1, 1972 to July 1, 1982. Implicit
in this assumption are the following:

Only new or redesigned parts and products will be changed to
comply to engineering,standards based on the metric system,
unless there are distinct advantages in changing existing items.,

During the transition period the goveinment, by and large,
will use the optimum mix of metric and customary specifications
for satisfactory performance and minimum price on initial purchases
of new products and that optimum specifications will proceed at
a uniform rate from virtually all customary standards in 1972
to virtually all metric standards in 1982.

Based on an orderly program of metrication, industr'y will be
capable of supplying to the government replacement parts
,requirements in SI or customary standards until existing
Customary equipment has completed its useful life:-/

The.level or numbers and types of systems and eTfipment as of
FY 1970, will be constant for the purposes of the study, with
metric systems and equipment replacing customary systems and
equipment as the latter end their useful lives.

Metrication will not disturb the normal cycle of retirement,
or modification of existing systems, equipment, and related software.

Assume that all countries except the U.S. and Canada will be
Metric at the outset of the transition period.

Assume that ample time will be available for planning changes.

*The use of metric measurement units must normally accompany
the use of metric engineering standards.

-7 69
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IIC Under these assumptions please answer the following:

1. Would there .be any internal savings or added costs for your subdivision in 1970

dollars resulting from either of these two assumptions:

- Metric units only (Assumption 2) 0 Yes 0 No , 0 DK

- Metric engineering standards (Assumption 3) Oyes 7)No ODIC

If both are No or DK. go directly to IIC5. Otherwise, please answer questions

below.

2. What percentage che'nge in your annual internal savings or added costs

(in 1970 dollars) during the transition period (1972-1982) might result from this

changeover? Please check the most likely percentage change.

Metric Measurement Units
(Assumption 2)

Type of Change . 0 - .97% 1.00 - 4.99% 5.00 - 9.99% 10.00% or over

Added Copts

Savings '
,

Metric Engineering Standards
(Aisumption 3)

_

Type of Change 0 - .99% 1.00 - 4.99% 5.00 - 9.99% 10.00% or over

Added'Costs
.

Savings
.

..,/
r...n

What percentage change in your annual internal savings or added costs

/
(in 1970 dollars) during the post transition period (after 1982), might result from

this changeover?

Metric Measurement tliarr

(Assumption 2)

Type of Change 0 - .99% 1.00 - 4.99% 5.00 - 9.99% 10.00% or over

Added Costs--
__

Savings

Metric Engineering Standards
(Assumption 3)

TypEOf Change 0 - .99% 1.00 - 4.99% .
5.00 - 9.99% 10.00% or over

Added Coats

Savings-

70
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4. What is your estimate in dollars for average annual savings or costs for your
activities for the following periods?

Metric Measurement U is (Assumption 2)

ACTIVITIES Transition Period (197214992) Post Transition Period (after 1982)

Savings Costs Savings Costs

1)

2)

3)

4)

5) /

6)

COMMENTS:

Metric Engineering Standards (Assumption 3)

ACTIVITIES Transition Peiiod (1972-1982) Post Transition Period (after 1982)

Savings I Costs Savings Costs

1) ---)

2)

3)

4) .

5)

6) / .

COMMENTS:

5. Following the transition period, please check the long term advantages and
disadvantages you foresee for your subdivision.

Advantages/Disadvantages Metric Measurement Units
Only

Metric Engineering
Standards

a. Cost Increase

b. Cost Decrease

c. Operational Improvement'

d. Operational Impairment

e. Promotion of U.S. Standards
Internationally

.

f. International Communication
Improved

g. Other (Please specify)
.

1

-/`

71



A (TEND! X 3 65

.
In your opinion, would the advantages of the changeover outweigh the

,disadvantages?

- Metric measurement units 7 Yes -.
,-, No 0 DK

- Metric engineering standards 0Yes C No 0 DK

Please explain: .

Metric measurement units:

Metric engineering standards:

7. 'What would your agency have to do to implement the changeover?

Metric measurement units:

Metric engineering standards:

8. What legal problems (for example, changes in laws or codes) do you foresee for

your agency as a result of the transition?

Metric measurement units:

Metric engineering standards:

9. During the assumed ten year transition period, do you foresee any problems for

your subdivision in changing completely to the metric system (aside from cost

or legal problems)?

- Metric measurement units Yes No '0 DK

- Metric engineering standards 0 Yes 0 No fl DK

a. If yes, please check the problem areas.

Problem Area Metric Measurement Units Metric Engineering Standards

Operational

Maintenance and
Equipment

Education and
Training

Other (Please specify)
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b. Please explain:

Metric measurement units:

Metric engineering standards:

11.

10. would a longer or shorter period than ten years be preferable (a more advantageous
period in terms of minimum cost and disruption) to your subdivision for such a
transition?

Metric measurement units °Yes °No f7 DK.

Metric engineering standards El Yes Dm) 0 DK
a. Please explain:

Metric measurement units:

Metric engineering standards:

b. what would be a more appropriate transition period?

Metric measurement units: years:

Metric engineering standards: yearn

c. To what extent would costs and disruption be minimized in your suggested
transition period as compared to the ten year period?

Metric measurement units:

Metric engineering standards:

.\

.." 73
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PART IID:' CONCLUSION

1. Do you think there should be concerted action in the United States to bring about

changes toward metrication in measurement units?

0 Yes ONo 0 DK

a. If yes, what concerted action should bo taken?

2. Do you think there should also be concerted action in the United States to bring

about changes'iouird metrication in engineering standards?

0 Yes ONo 3 'DK

a. if yes, what concerted action should be taken?

GENERAL COMMENTS:

Thank you

74
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"FEDERAL GOVERNMENT SURVEY
Areas of National Responsibility"

This Questionnaire seeks Agency Head estimates of the effect
of metrication on:

a. National areas* in which their agencies have
responsibility (e.g., transportation, communications.
etc.)

b. Ability of federal agencies to perform their missions
with respect to those areas of responsibility.

This Questionnai're should be completed and returned to the
National Bureau of Standards at the same time as the Federal
Government.Survey (Internal Operations) Questionnaires.

The "Federal Government Survey: Internal Operations"**
Questionnaire and the 'Federal Government Survey: Area(s)
of National Responsibility" Questionnaire should be reviewed .

.in the preparation of_your agency overall statement on the
effects of increased worldwide and domestic usage of the metric
system.

If more space is needed, please use additional sheets of paper.

*By "areas of national responsibility" wemean a "complex"
or "system" such as transportation, food and fibre and
international affairs. This "system" is for the most part within
the private sector of the U. S. economy. In this questionnaire,
we seek estimates of the impact of metrication on the ability of
the transportation system (for example) to function. We prefer
that the opinions expressed be those of the Agency rather than
those of the Agency's constituents. The U. S. Metric Study has
other Surveys designed to obtain estimates from these constituents.

**The "Federal Survey: Internal Operations' questionhaire-, which
is being distributed to'key personnel within your Agency, is
concerned with metrication's effects on your Agency, itself. The
two questionn4ires complement each other.
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Questionnaire for Agency Heads

"FEDERAL GOVERNMENT SURVEY:
Areas of National Responsibility"

69

Agency

Respondent
Name Title I,

Assisted by:
Name Title.

Name Title

Name Titl

AREA OF NATIONAL RESPONSIBILITY:
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1. To what extents the metric system used in your area
of responsibility (e.g.. transportation system) in the
United States?

75 - 100%

26 - 74%

0 - 25%

L./

2. Do you discern any trends in metric usage in your area of
responsibility? .

L/Yes /No _./DK

2a. If yes, please explain.

3. What has been the impact on your area of responsibility of
the increasing worldwide and domestic use of the metric
system to the present time? Please estimate the impact'
according to the scale.*

Negligible Substantial

Trivial Severe

Moderate

*See attachment "Classification of Intensities of Impact"

;

-L7

NI
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3a. Please explain, as concretely as possible.

71

4. What would be the likely effects on your area of responsibility
(advantages. disadvantages, Crosts, benefits, practical
difficulties) of the increasing worldwide and domestic use
of Cle metric system, assuming no action by the federal
government.

5. Would adoption of metric measurement-units (and/or standards)
improve or impair your effectiveness within your area of
responsibility'in the U. S. (e.g.. the transportation system).

Improve 2:7

Impair 2:7

DK Li,

6. If so, how, and to what extent?
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7. what would be the effects on your area of responsibility
(advantages, disadvantages, costs. benefits, practical
difficulties. etc.) of a nationally planned program to
increase the use of the metric system?

The above question should be answered on the basis of two
alternative schedules for metrication:'

l. Ten year period

2. Optimum period (not to exceed 20 years)

8. Are there any numerical indicators which could be used as
measures of the impact of metrication on your area of
responsibility (e.g., balance of payments).

4114
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9. -What is the/impact of increasing worldwide and domestic use
of the m9tric system on the ability of your agency to perform
its mission with ri,spect to its area of responsibility?

9a. Please estimate the impact according to the scale.

Negligible P Substantial

Trivial P Severe:

..S
Moderate 2:7

10. From the standpoint of your agency, what adtion, if any.
should the United States take with respect to the increasing
worldwide and domestic use of the metric system?

COMMENTS:

80
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FO AT FUR FINAL RI :PO RT

Federal GOvernmait Survey

Tbc Effect nf the Increasing WorldvAdo and Domestic Use of the
Metric Sy: r?. on:

Th. Operations of Selected U. S. Government Asencies,
and on The Areas of National Concern (ANR) for which
they are rerponsible.

(

Part I. A Synthesis of the entire survey

Par t II. TI:. Ir,rli v i de a 1 Agencies and 'Departments

Out i tit-_for ;tater (using Ath:nic Enc. rgy
Cowl i i:on as an exi.otpl 0 '

I. Atom ic Lnerjy Commission

1. Mission of )'EC

a. general description of mission

b: aspects of mission likely to be affected
by metrication

2. Extent of present usage of Metric System in the AEC

a. activities in which metric is now used.

i. measurement units only

ii. enginpering st andards and measurement units

b. advent eves and disadvantages of present usage

c. trends to present
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3. (.1:1 which Agoncv.wauld like to see

a. chanciv:; in incasnrcent units and engineering
rtarls1::rds

h. reat;orm for wanting changes

c. obstacics in making changes

4. Anticipated changes toward metrication under the
assumption that there is no concerted action to
increase the use of the metric system in 'a world
of increasing metric usage (Assumption 1).

a. anticipated changes in measurement units and
engineering standards; date!, c&changc

h. reasons for such changes

c. costs or savings resulting from such changcS

d. prablems and obstacles in making such changes

e. effect on mission capability of such changes

f. problem areas if such changes are not made

9. would advantages of.such changes outweigh
disadvantages?

h. customary engineering standards to be retained
and/or promoted for international use under
Assumption 1.

75.

5. Anticipated impacts under a nationally planned program
to increase use of SI metric measurement units
(language only) Assumption 2.

a. changes in annual internal savings or added costs.

i. during transition period

ii. during post transition

421-813 0- 71 - 8
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b. actiVities.im whichthesc changes will take place

c. long term Advanteges and disadvantages under
Assumption 2i

will advanl.O. outweigh disadvantages?..

i

v. how ageneyiwoulP implement changeover

agency 4;401 probleils foreseen as'a result of
changeover

I

g other Problems facing agency during the tra sition.

h. transition period priferred by Agency..

i. Intensity of impact on agenCY

6. Anticipated impacts under a nationally coordinal.ed
program to incre4se use of metric based engineerin9
standards as well as metric measurement units.
(AsswmpLion 3)

a. changes in annual internal savings or, added costs:

during transition period

during post transition

b. activities in which these changes in costs will
take place

long term advantages and disadvantages Under.
Assumption 3.

d w ill advantages outweigh disadvantages?

*Sec last page. for a listing of the criteria used' for each of
the five classifications for intensity of impact.
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c. hnw agency would implement changeover.

f. agency legal problems foreseen in agency as a
result of changeover

g. other problems facing agency during the transition.

h. transition period preferred by Agency

intensity of impact on agency*

7. Agency's opinion on whether there should be
coordinated action in the U. S. to bring about
changes toward metrication:

'a. toward metric measurement units,

b. toward metric based engineering standards as
well as metric measurement units.

__Impacts of Metrication on rea,n of National Responsibility (ALF)
or the Atomic Energy Commission :77y)

1. Extent of metric usage in ANR

a. present usage

b. trends to present

c. present impacts on MR of increasing usage of
metric system

2. Likely future impacts on ANR of the increasing use of/
the metric system. assuming no nationally coordinated
program by the Federal Government.

3. impact on the ability of Agency to perform its mission
with respect to its ANR. assuming no nationally
coordinated program to increase use of the metric system.

*Sec last page for a:listing of the criteria used"for each of
the five classifications for intensity f pact.
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4. Impacts on Agency's ANR of a nationally ,coordinated
program to increase use of metric during and after
the ten year transiLion period; the optimum transition
period.

5. Intensities* of impact on the ANR of a nationally
coordinated program to increase use 'of the metric

_system.

k

G. Iwpacts of adoption of metric system upon Agency's
effectivenovs in dealing with ANR: under 'Assumption
2; under'Assumption 3. (nationally coordinated programs)

7. NumeriCal indicators of impact of MeLrication within
ANRs. (e.g.. balance or payments)

8. Agency's viewpqint a.to what actions the U. S. should
take with respect to the increasing use of the metric
system.

C. Impacts of Metrication on Areas of Nationi Responsibility of
the Atomic. Energy Commission (Environmental Pollution Control)

etc.

*See last page for a listing of the criteria used for each of
the five classifications for intensity of impact.
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Classification of Intensities of Impact

1. Negligible
a. Need only to convert bulk produce quantities nom poundh

to kilograms, gallons to liters, etc.
b. Already converted
c.- Need to do nothing - measured size ofobjects not impOrtanL

2. Trivial
a. Need to re-label, double label, or redescribe package

goods and products.
.b. Need to make simple adjustMents on machines or products

to nominal metric sizes.
' c. Need to replace :simple measuring devices such as rulers,

thermometers.
d. Need to change dials orrscales and guages.
e. Most problems can be solved by'conversiOn charts.

3. 'Moderate
to replace complex measuring devices.

b. Need to maintain dual inventories.
c. Changes in containers necessary.
d. Parts of tools must be replaced such as rollers and dies.

to

4. Substantial .

a. red cutting and gear cutting machines must be modified.

b. or readjustments must be made in machines or prodycts
to convert to a metric system. //

c. Extensive changes in engineering drawings must be/made.
d. Stock sizes must be changed.
e.' Decisions must be made on fasteners. //

f. Complex and expensive metric measuring equipment will have
to be acquired; less complex equipment will'have to be Pro-
vided at all work stations or machines, et'c.

5. Severe .

a. Ofs!auch impact as to make change disastrous or inadvisable.
b. Non-metric practice practically world-wide.

USCOSAM-.NLIS-DC
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Appendix 6

LEGAL PROBLEMS ATTENDANT TO A NATIONAL
METRICATION PROGRAM

PART A '
Examples of occurrence of customary measures in the Code of Laws

of the United States whichi.might require amendment or adjustipent in
the event of a'ational metrication effort

Title 7 Agri'culture:
7 !,)!4,. 301 ( '611e ge- A id Land Appropriation.

;(11 l'obacco. .,:tatistics:, collection and publication
' leSemptitin); ,

,.

I iniit atiinis On imports tquottS issue d, purstimil thereto ,
by' Preitintial prockumtiOnL

9(11 Pe anin-.':'.' shitistics:-.. collection and publication
Iti)coimption).-:,:,-"..

1112.1118 Stig:Ii 8114 liquid .,t411411; quotas.
1301 LoanS.'""Pitri(i:P;tyntentS.-etc.4.1)elinitions.
1313:`1314b. 13'1'5 TobaCco;j11arketing4tuotaS..,. . . . ,
1330: I 333.1315 W'heat mtirkettng quotaStland area measure).*
I U4 ( onon marketing" quotas (Ittnd,an)a measttre I.
1353:.: R ice'nutrketing..ittiotas I latitIlanitt,11ilnistirel.
1358- ' *Pettnut 'Markt:int-4 tittittaltintl :Kea ineaSttre1.
13796, \VInat:markltinititliocation Iland area measti4).-
1441 note Price. Stipptirt le'els;

.. . .
. ..

. /
1446 Price. support li;CIS" for designated nonbasic agrichhural

cOMModitiCS. ' ,

1571 Prohibitions relating. to interstate coninierce in certain ,

seeds..44
. .

1781. 1782 National Wool Act of 1954: Declaration of policy,

I Note:-. (Alter' Sections "employ. the term "acreage
alltuntents.'' but do not specify amounts of ;wreak.

1. Presumably 7acreage7.'' could bemeasurlid itiuther '.
unitss if SodcSired.)

Title 13 -:-.(.'omnierce and Trade: ..
15 USC A 231.

251:

234.

252

237 Standard iltarrel" Ilipples. fruits or dry commodiiies.
lime).

Standard baskets.
257 Standard hampers and baskets.
1453 Fair Packaging and Labeling Program: Requirements

Of labeling.
;

:... -

I
170260(21 NU I) Act of 1968 1Interstate Land; Sales Full I)is15 USC

closure)

.
.A, mild jt:ose in the eio.ailciatuon .lionld he given to the femitillity of retaining the Acre o% unit of hind rtIC oe

tire. redefining it in term% of square meter...

92



Title 16 - Conservation:

16 'St -A 5

478a, 479

. ,
APPENDIX (1.

Rightstiwa thrOugh'iNirks 01 resers:dions '
To%%11slies sitesfitrscl

clitirChesf land liftkiStire.f.

522 . Riglit'S.01-way

523 RiglitsOfWay, Ihrtitigh,'.kii101htl forests fin 1 1 and

cOnittitiniatiOnsfai'ilii 'N.

781 , IteSirit:tiOn .it .1 1 vi .11116 1.0111111L1L11 SI NA%

in Gulf or StraitSof Florida.
1002 11'atershed protection.andll !prevention

93

Is and

Title 19 -:.efistoilis Duties":
19' USCA 1202

Title 21- Foiul and Drugs:
21 11S(' , 20

61

21 1.'S(' 620

isle 23'- I lighways:
23.1:SCA t '103411

127

131

136 ,

204'
205::

Title 26 Internal Reventie Code:
U SCA 4041;4071. 4073

4081,40'11
4161; 4173
427.1

4501 451 I
4521-4591
4701 ..4702 4711
4741

4811:4812.4814
4831

4851 4853
5001...

Tara Schedules-.. of , the t idled States i %ohm,

use of length and's% esglit measure).

.
Apples i*.interstate.ctu lllll erce: standard wades
Filled milk'. definitions.
Federal Meat Inspection Act.

FederaAid systems:' Interstate System.
Vehicle weight and width limitations- Interstate

System:
Control of outdoor advertising.
ConfrOl'ol: junkyards.
Forest highVal.s.
Forest development roads anti trails.

1:AdS.1:'111XCS on motor fuels. oils and tire:.
Exciseta8eS:SpOrting gOtals,: Phottigraphic
EXCiset or Ir itrisporbitituf Of coal. '
ENOse104iSi sugar.' cm:num and palm oil.
Iniptirt
IntertiM revenue taxes: narcotic drugs. opium.
Tax' on Marihuana;
Tax on adulterated butter..
Tax On Idled cheese.
Tax on cotton futures.
Gallonage: and occupational taxes on

wines and beer. :. .

5701. 5707 . Tobac.co taxes.

5801. 5811: 5848 Taxes on firearms and firearms

Title 307-SIineral I. and Mining [mostly land area measurer:

30 USCA. 27
36. 39
71. 72. 81
103, 121, 184
185

201-206
207
208
'12-'14
223. 227. 229

Tunnel Site Act.
Placer claims, and ,Surveyors.
Entry of. coal lands.
Entry of other mineral lands.
Rights7of-,way for pipelines.
1.iiikes of coal land:

: Coal lands: Royalties. etc.
Permits to take coal for local domestic needs.
Leases of phost landS.

Oil and gas leases.

distilled spirits.
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tile Mineral Lands etc. Continued

241 Oil s6.ile laseS. ,

251 Alaska OillprOViso,'
261.,263 Sodium Prospecting perniits: Itnises.
27 L273 Sulfur prospecting perniits; teases.
281.; 283 PoiaSh'pvOspeeting permit's. letiSe;. ,,

305 1.ease Of :Oil and ,girs dePosits in and under railroads
...,.

lute 31 Hone* and 1inance:
31 USCA 317

349
k, 364

V "365
I 391

and other rights-of-w4.

ham coin: weight.
1)e viatious allowed in adjusting weigluiot silver coins.
Standard `troy pound for regulation yt eoin4c.
Standard ssCighis for mints and ay<ay officei.

I jilting and issuance of clad ct,n/s; specifications.

33'.- Nits igautm and Navigable Waters: /
33 'UM' A 145- I45ut I.ights and shapes underInternational "Rules for Navi-

: gation at Sea, .. , ,
.

I :iglu, under. inkin miVigation rules.'I.
Steam: reseal~ pproaching. meeting or passing each
'other...

. ,
. .

Navig.atikr rUles for Great Lakes: ,
252-254. 256.258 Rules cd"Ucernitig lights.
271- , Soud signals; -

./in
Nruvgation. rules for Red Rive'. of the North and River

. Emptying into Gulf of Nlexico and rihtitaries:
312313319, Rules concerning lights.

ff
44352.0.3'21 New York hat hor: equipment and marking of boats or

172-180
2113

scow's.

Title 39 The Postal Set vice
39 US(' )42

. ,

Title 40 Buildils. Property and Works: .

40, f.A. 345 Spacing of public. buildings:

Title' The Public Health and Welfare:
USCA 146310- Financial , assistarkii tor 'urban 'renewal; projects in

areas involving colleges, universities or hospitals.
.Saline 'Water demonstration plants.

Size and weight limit's for, non.letter mail.

1958a

Title 43 Public Lands 'mostly land area measurel:
43 USC A 161,204-206,- Homesteads.

212L214. 218.
219. 222.224.
291-294,298

360
302

321

351, 355

",.374.375
423e
424a

-Cattle driveways. !
Homesteads in natiomIfor sts.
Homestead ente y within gr axing district..
Patents for desert lands.
Permit to iixplore for and rground water'. and develop

water supply.
.

Sale of kinds acquired not er the "Reclamation Act"
Limitation of private owner.)tip in irrigable land.
Area of unproductive land pur\chasable.

N .
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Title 43 - Public Lands etc. Continued
431 :. Water rights litilitin ion. .

434: 447. 45,1c. I lomestc:tils on 'kris:tied land.
. .

-MAWR I) ., Neu project's: 1)eliVer of W:tter, for irrigatiim:
471, Constiuction charge lot itrigation.

Vi'ithilra.wal of lirrigation proMet I kind lot town sites
627:628 , Federal LOMIs I &hided in State Irrigittion I)istricts.
64 I ( irants of tlesert land '10 State; for r4clamittion."
67W:679.682 , PriCe Of lands..

.

713;720,725, 727, 'l'own OreitylSites.
751 Rules 01 survey' :' .

1)isposal 'of laridS for public' or recreational purposes.

I. '8)(3'49 Right sof-wit yl il ghpublic hunts granteil to railroltils.
Right-of-way to canal and ditch companie \for irrigation950 ,

purposes. :.
. . . , .: ...

956. '!57 Right-of-w:iy for Ira:Broads.. canals or reservoirs. and
elect rie-power companies; ,.:

,959 Right s..;of7WOy for electrical plants, etc.
961 RightS-Of7way . . . . for poise'. and communication

962
Illeilitie..Y.

Right-of-way in Colonalo and Winuing. to pipe-line
companies. , ...- ..

981 Giants of swam p .and overflowed limits.
1025 Dntimtge, Onde r state kiw: Unentered lands.
1068. 1.andSheld.in adVersePosscssion.:

AbandOn'ed military reservations: Grants to tumid:1076
palities.

1091-1094 Public lOndsin Oklahoma. ,

1.155 Certificates of location of private land claims.
1171. Side of isOhned ordiseOntiectett tracts.
1.181. Timber..culture::
118Ia ()regim anil California RaBroad anilCoOs II:1Y Wagon

Rtiail..C; rant ...1.:tn0s: (:onseryittion miinagentem by
L)erntrinient of.lriteiinr.

1301 Submerged lands: befinitions.
1312 SeaWaid boundaries of states.

Title 46- Shipping:
46 USCA 25 Form of register..

Admeasurement of Vessels.
77 . Tonnage. /
85 Load lines: EstabBXhment..-
104 Foreign yachts: exemption from tonnage taxes.
121.128 'Amount of ionnage duties.
151-155 Regulations as to Vessels Carrying Steerage P
170 Regulation of carriage of explosives or othe

articles on vessels.
Log Books: Entries.
MiniMum number of officers.
Regulation of Vessels in Domestic Com
Vessels of the United States'.
Form of license.
_Inspection of Steam Vessels:
Domestic and foreign vessels-law.
Small Passenger-Carrying Vessels.
Seagoing barges.

362 ,

390
395

%sense rs.

dangerous
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I iile Shipping: ( '4;111416(M'

, 404 Inspection of fert)boats. c:inal boats. and small craft.
521, s21,a-52(ii Nlobirbo;ii Act or 194ii:

itle '1- I ranspoi tation:
4') 'S( A 211 I.eascil contiguous public !dints for public airpons.

PART B

Agencies listing 1teg0latiOns or other substantial legal areas which would
be affected by U.S. metrication.

Ihportmeni or the Treasury

littrnn Ctistoms revisioQ ()I regul(itions /Internal Revenue Service re Vision of regulations

Deportntent 01..ipsiice general administrative problems of revising the U.S.
Code

Bureau q/' Nar(oths am/. I)an,t.'erous l)rugs revision of control regula-
tions

1)eportment or Agriculture ( ieneral legislation would presumably prescribe
. legal conversion Inc tOi.s. Whether. regulations. instructions.-records and
forms Would require explicit rt. revision would :depend 00 the
circumstances in, . each case. Examples o,' .re.gulations inVolving,
customarymeasures (hough,the.fele-vantsection of: the Code does not),
are::.st.(tntkirtls under the\IY:S..(iritin.,Standortls Act (Such as in 7
26.3 I Q;(01026.31,71. ri.igul(Ations,.tinder the U.S. Warelumise Act (7 CI:R
I 02.1.4 'mid. I 07..121. and :reeulations and orders under the (."oninnlity
Exchange Act (e.g.. '17 CIIR15.03: and 150.11 and the PackerS and
SioCkyardS Ail (e.g.. 9 C' FR 201..78=11.

I .egal problems may be encountered, in administe.ring. the. Deport-.
menu's' program.'sucli ((s difficulty in enforcement of.statutory penalties
or fOrleitures for failure, to meet specified terms and conditions .where
knowledge is a necesSary element; or in sustaining'ilewriinations of the
amount of p(tynwnts or benefit's to'which a former or, producer iti entitled
II lCquiements of the proutin.are.stitted in metric ((nil he is unfamiliar
with it

. .

Foreign elvicultural Servic.le redefinition ofAraderestrictit)ns and in-
centives

. ,f /

...Forest Senice...AilmihistratiOn'possil)le dillicultY with land ownership
dese.riptions

Purest. Service. National Forest System-- revision of regulations. codes.
'agreements, easements: permits t

Tares/ Service. State and Private Forestry--;revisiori\i.A. national' and
state legal requirements. regarding measurement of primary and
finished timber products

. .
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Programs and Legislative Report - support of other offices in amend- ,

ment of orders

Department of Cominerce

Maritime Adininistration -7,regulations concerning Federal maritime- aids
National. Buivan.of-S ithnlards -

liitilding Research Di Vision revision of reference standards and
dev elO.1pment of (lase lot Sta. n d ards used in' :..building
Codes, ..ReWriting:OfFe:".Cral construction 'specifications:-

Office of Standai-d Reference MliterialsL(soine legal requirements
use: Standard Reference klaterials (SR M's) and the Office

i-equired .,by: law to publish any. changes in SRM's.).Many stand
,

ands- are already in metric:. Exceptions:-standai-d fluorspar.
agaiAt :which aluminOm ..eustoms.'.are 'collected: air p011ution
(mixed usage): magnetic tape Imixed 'usage): some other engi-
neering-type standards.

Office of Weights and Measures- N BS I landhook 44: tolerances
Oil ,ommercial , weighing and measuring devices (revised

.
yearly).. :.

Office. or Engineering Standards Services and Office or Weights ,

and.. Me:Isures7- renegOiiation.. (with industry) ,of simplified
quantity,. recommendations ',and vOluntar prOduct standards
pursuant' to the :Fair Packaging 'and Labeling Act. 15' ()SCA
1451:

Department of Ilealth. Education and Welfare

Food . and Drug Administration. Office of PeStiehles and Product
.5((/*et-,revision or,l'itle 21 or the Code of Federal Regulations.
covering food standards

11 ealth:Se rvi ees and Aleiital.H ealth Administration- regulations Cover7
mg: Glints: (I) construction and modernization ofhospitals and
medical faCilities: .(2) for.. CorfstrOction' Of uniVersity-alTiliatil facili-
tieS for the mentally retarded:(3) fOr eimstruction .of,facilities for the
mentally retarded (genenil): (4) for construction of community men-
tal health Centers. Quarantine and inspection: (1) fOreign (a) sanitary
inspection: control or rodents. insectS and other vermin: disinfee-

. lion: (b) speCial 0rovisions relating to ports and airports: and*(2)in-
terstate (a) defillitions, general provisions: (b) shipMent .pf.certain
things: (c) vessels: sanitary facilities and conditions: (d) land and air
conveyances and Vessels: food.

Department of Housing and .Urban Development

Regulations....24 CFR 201.520 (c) as amended at 35 F.R.'17545 (Mobile ..
. Home Loans): 24 CFR 710:10 (b) and (k) (Interstate Land Sales

C.

1

Full Disclosure)
Numerous other Materials contain guidelines and technical standards in-

volving.measurement terms.
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Department of Transportation

OAT Qt. the Seretar:r, Office-Qf ilazarchno i%laterialssubstantial
volume of regulatiOns (and specifications) governing transportation

. Of hazardous materials (impleinenting 18 USCA 83 I -835 I..,
Federal: .Adinini.titrathiti Engineering' and Manufacturing

Regulations. Sections 23...25: Handbooks: Operating
'Rules= Part .61 (Pilots). Part 93 lairiraffic I

. .

Federtil kitilthad Aihttinistiathm--- regulation implementing 45 USC, 1-
16 "SafetV. Appliances Act": monitoring industry revision, of the In-.
teritange 'Rules (voluntary standards iissurine compatibility of
rolling stock).

Atomic. Energv Commission - minor.: revision of regulations (e.g., trans-
portationportation of radioactive materials). .

Federal Trade Commission implementation of revised Fair Packaging
and Labeling Act.:I S, USC 1451.

Interstate.. Commerce Comadision+- Title 49 of the Code of Federal Regu
lations tariff compiling .rules:: Large volume of tariffs on file %void('

.

luwe2to be. revised and .republished by the induStry.
United. States Piistal Service --The "Postal Reorganization Act." Public

Law, 9.17375. USC 'Mk 39. gives the United StateS Postal Service
authority., and prescribes its mechanism for specifying classes and
rates for midi.

Veterani Administration construction criteria in regulations governing
grants-to states for domiciliary facilities.:.

united States Tariff (.7otrimiSsianreneinitiation of trade agreement's: prep-
al-Akin of revised. Tariff Schedules' fOr Congressional enactment.

e.

'

t?



'ler-

AGENCY CHAPTERS

AppendiX 7

P.we

I. Department of State 100

2. Department !f the Treasury 103

3.. Department Ur) ust ice 107

4. Department of.i he interior
1(5 Deparaileni,of Agric.' uhure 117)

6. Departtnent of Conierce 131

7 l)epiirtmebt ofl.abor
. 153

8. liepartinent of Health. 'Education. and Welfare 157

9. DePartMent of Housing and Urban Development 183

10. pepartmeku of Transportation
II. Atoc Fnergy Commissionni

189

215

12. Civil AeronliutiCs Boari.I 226
13 FedaraiCommunicat ions Commission 228

14. Federal. Mark ime CoMmission
15. Federal Power'CoMMission ,.

2233(3).

16. l'ederalTrade CommisSion,.. 237

17. General Services Administration 241

18.. Interstate Commerce Commission 248

19 '.' National 'Aeronautics' and Space.Administ ration 251

20 National Science dation.; -Foun- 251.
21. Small BasinesS Administraiiiin 262

22. Smithsonian Institution., 266

23; :fennessne Valley. Authority 270
24. t),.Si.; Information Agency 277

25'. U.S.' PostalSerVice 279
26. U.S. Tariff ComMission 288

27. Veterans AdminiStrzition 292

28. Council of EConOmic Advisors 296

29. Office'of Emergency Preparedness 298
.30. Office of Science and Technology\ .301

31. Office of elecommunications PoliCy\ 305

32 President's Committee' on Consumer Interests 309

33. Goverament Printing Office 311

34 Library.of Congress 316

*:the Office of. Management and Budget did not fill out a questionnaire or submit an agency
summary, but responded by letter that it would not expect to be significantly affected by
metrication.

99
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE

Liaison Representative:

Addison E. Richmond, Jr., Bureau of International Scientific
and Technological Affairs

Respondents Internal Operations:

el. Ofliec of the Deputy Ass' istant Secretary tlir Communications

.1

Office of the 1)irector.prrice of I: °reign 13MIdings

Respondent -7 International Trade Area of National Responsibility:

I Di v isioli of SPeCialTrade (%CtivitiCX
I ri. Itics Bun. nu of Iii7OotiliiicAlnOts

MiRsion of tIteSt.idelDePartment..I. he Secretary Of Stateis the prineipal
advisor to the Prd*Ien(.....iii:tliiii.deti;rojinat1on..alid..:ecct.o.icioof.tlie±1*eign.,
policy of the United..StateXwitb. Pit.17 aim reXPOnsibilityttOlie full.ektem

milled by law-fOrOVerall 'direction. CoOrdination.:and"SupervisionOf
dePartmenttil -activities of LIuti.d States':coVernMentrOVerseas..eXCept
for 'Certain mil it The Dep:irt men( Shite..lieodde!;:the'adminis=...

1r :dive ,framework for advising:.,indStiPPortiog 'the SeCre. taryiii his responsi-
.bilities and for conducting the foreign al lairs.ot the United States.

L Effeetof NVeictithin on the Internal chtei..z..tttons()Ftlte.Statepepartutent.
Adoption of me. -metric system Would directly litTect ,Operations in.two
speCiIie':.iii."6.as,!.viihisn..,..:the Departnient of St 1k the office of Foreign..-

-.

Buildings Old the OlTiceOf COMmiinications.

Offiee,Of Foreign lipildings.Manages: directs ;id establisheS 'ptilii:ies
.

for the OVCISI. is buildinoS: prOgraniaX' auttioriied by the Foreign Ser;ice
Building Act in carrying,614'its aiia1 in

develops construction md icqwsition
ing ''establishing ::it:tntlard.S.,.\prOviding:technicar,

Ural and cOnStruCtiOn.. eontractS..:' Met rie'units of MeiiSitrement: are
uiirenllv used I,) this Offieeinthe'leXign ot buildings which :ire to be built
in foreign cOtintries'"Since'most of thiS:construction work is done by local
eMitractoi.s..and .since the metric system is.. used in most of the countries in
which.the Office. of Foreign Buildings has resPonsibilitieS.- this Office haS
considerable experienee with metric units an0 StandardS. The., ()trice.

. speCifies i:ost .1Saviiigti.' operational improvement. leg ii requirements,: and'
international cooperation to be the ie usons for its Use. of the Metric. systeM.
The Office. howevm: does not plan. unilaterally: to increase it use 01. the ,
metric, system.: In the absence of any .ehaingeS tow ird inetric..us;ige. the
Office anticip ates problems of duil dimensioning . WliSte.increased conver-.
sions; and increased interfacing..

1 .. ,

If there were 'a nationally coordinated tO.inCrease use a metric .1. .
units ,ad engineering stiind:m.ds: ver-rill-year period :this Office believes
that. there would be no...cosi upplietsc, Such 'a 'transition is expected to

. .

.1,
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facilitate the application of U.S. standards internationally. improve Oltenia-
(tonal communications. and save costs.and time in the conVersion of techni
cal reciuirements forniulated in the U.S. to metric units. No Other major et:.
feet in the operation of this Office is anticipated.

The Office of ComMunications direets 'the establishment'and execution 'of
policies; and Programs to provide the Department of State with a

world-wide communicationssystem. Currently. the0111ccdoesnot use met-.
.ric units or standardin any of its 'activities and does not plan to adopt them
unilaterally in the fufUre. In the absence of anY changes toward Metric tiSage..
the Oliicc ainticipates problems adultl dimensioning, increased conversions...
and increased interfacing..

. .

If there were a nationally. coordinated ,Program to, increase use of metric
- units. of measurement and Alio rie :,engineering standardS Over a I0 -year ..

7Period.: the Office estimates that thei-e would be :a 9'percentincrease in its..an-
. null. transition period :Annual added CoStS.Iiiv. estimated to.:

total S99.000 (S80.000 for, engineering. $ I 5,0181.lbrounatthitince and tools.
and'54.000 'for traininio.-C4mverMoictii the metric.system :would 'stiVe!costs
in the loUgruii by making it easier to..muiftain.LJ,S,-mantifaetured equiPMent/

. overseti.o.Y11.bytiacre.giiii7the ease -.. of measurement -and. calculation in-
. volVed. For the Styr( term ..howeyer, Costs would. increase' U the' metric :

system werp'adoptail because 'of the need. to proeure.iiew .tools,....standads.
.ind.hardware. changeS, in engineerini.4.design.'nnd increased personnel train ..

ing Costs. _.. .. .
.

In the State Department. the activities of those offices which :ire iespofisi-
ble, lot the planning. construction, installation. and. maintenance of buildings

. - . .

and., facilities would,be alTeeted by the :adoption of the metric system. The in
troduction of metric. measurements and Standards would Ilicilitaitetthe.4iic
tivit ies: which arc largely OVerSeas.'by increasing the -.conipatibilit\I...- of U.S.
eqUipment.: planS-.:and standards with services' and hardware, available-.- in
"metric7.. countries. After, initial cost; increases. resulting the need to. ... .... _ . .

commodat6 Men;..equipment. and teChniqueS to the new System. there would-
be a netlinaneiul benefit,. ...,_____.- . .. .

.... It is unlikely that the Department of:State.would adopt the metric system.
....' for its 'own. use in'advance of national U.S... adoption..-but the Department

generally favors implementation' of. the metric system.
, -,..-
. .

.

Impact of Metrication on International-Trade

As the Bureau within the State. Depart:11' ent charged with formulating and
implementing U.S. foreign economic policy; the Bureau of E.Conomic Affairs
sees several adVantages to the United States fronia trade Standpoint:to be,
gained from metrication. It is also Clear. however: that the costs would be
substantial: The Bureau is not in.a position to perforrn a cost7benefit analYsis
of metrication nor is it in a position to quantifythe benelitS of metrication.-

It is the experience of.the Bureou that a diVersityof standards or milk or
.measure among several nations acts as a baalerto-trade while'uniformity of
units and stanards helpS it: Btireatt believes.' therefore, that metrication
would tend'to advance the economic 'goal's or the United States and improve
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.

well-being in the world at large by removing a "trade barrier-. andencourag-,
inia freer flow or goods and.se.rvices among, the nations,of the world.

Most or the export markets for the United States are on the Metric system.
and both the relative zuld absolute importance bf these markets are growing
constantly. AdOptiCin.'of the metric system. including metric standards:, by
eliminating the need for "ctual maniffacturing." unit conversions; the cost of
extra calculationt4'and the need to glibte Prices or bids in unfamiliar terms,
should increase the opportunity for the marketing of U.S. products.

Conclusion.rhe. Bureau of Economic Affairs believes that adoption of the
metric system would in all prbbability tend to increase the exportability of
and overseas markets for U.S. manufaCtured goods: this-would influenee the
development,of U.S. foreign trade policy..
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DEPARTMENT OF THE TREASURY

Liaison Representative:

John J. Coughlin, Acting Director, Office of Administrative
Services

Respondents .Inteinal Operations:-\,

I, Assistant. Commissioner (Planning and Research. Internal
Revenue Service

2. Facilities Management 1)ivision. Internal Revenue Service
3. Administrative' Assistant to.the Comptroller. Comptroller of

the Currency
4. Office of Engineering. Bureau of Engra g and Printing
5. Bureau of the Public Debt
6. Technical Development Branch. tv inagement and Organiza-

tion bivision:U.S. Secret Service _

7. Management Analysis Division. BUreau of Customs
8. Technical Division.'Bureau of the Mint

Respondent International Affairs and Trade Area of National
.Responsibility:

I. Diyision of International Ednnomic Activities

Respondents Taxation Area of National Responsibility:

I.. Assistant Director, Office of Tax Analysis
2. Excise Taxation Stein% Office of TaZ Analysis

1

1. Mission or the Treasury Department. The Treasury Department. looked
at broadly, performs three basic functions.

Asa major policy advisor to the President, the Secretary of the Treasury
has primary responsibility; for,; formulating and recommending domestic
and internatidnal financial policy; formulating and recommending tax policy.
participating in the formulation of broad fiscal policies 'that have general

.

significance for the economy , andimanaging the public debt.
'As a financial agent for the U.S. Government. the Department performs

a variety . of fiscal service operations including accounting for public
moneys; issuing and proce'gsing Government checks; issuing and promoting
the sale of savings' bonds and other securities; collecting tax revenues and
customs duties; supervising the national banks.: and manufacturing coins.,
currency and postage stamps.

As a law enforcement agency, the Treasury directs the U.S. Secret Ser-
vice and detects and arrests counterfeiters, smugglers, bootleggers, and for
gers of Government checks or securities.

. 2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. At the present time Metric measure-
ment units are used for invoices for impprted merchandise; laboratory activi-
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his spei:ificationshnd mitintenance of electrical and Mechanical equipment:
chemical formulae: antl photographic, activities. Metric engineering stan-
dards are used for specification's for laboratory. eqitipment and reagent
cheniicals: 'tests of-prorErties of, paper products: laboratory:activities:
research and development, projects: and photographic tind production stun-
dards.

The advantages:of-present metric usage are witlespread. OPerational im-
provenient. facilitated international cooperation. and simpler calculation.are
t he mostoften cited advantages:

The disativantages associated with present metric usage are 'lack of
Iamiliarity with the metric s'ystem on the behalf of somepersonnel. costs of
conversion. and the difficulty of obtaining replacement fittings for printing

.

preSses manufactured in Europe.
All respondents of the .Treasury 13epartment currently using the metric

system judge the,advantages of Metric usage to outweigh the disadvantageS.
However. with the 'exception of the tests of properties of paper products.
there is-no trend at present toward wider Re.,of the metricsYsteni.

3., Anticipated Changes if There *is No Natimial Plan for NletriCation
(Assumption 1). The TreaSurx.Department does not plan to unilaterally ex-
.pand its use of the metric syste'm if_there is no national plan for adopting the
metrie system. The Facilities Management DiVisioh of the 'Internal Revenue
Service.,t he Office of Engineering or the Bureau of Engraving and Printing.
and the' Technical Division of the .Burcatt,or the. Mint 'anticipate a uradual
transition towards metrication in response to its adoption by.industry and its
increasing usage in the areas of international exchange. The respondentsof
thc Treasury Department are 'unable to estimate what effects *these changes
would have On their internal costs. Howevei. what costs 'do occur:ire. ex-
pected to he negligible. In adaPting, to these changes. the main obStacles will
be the need to train personnel in Metricusage and thc need to' maintain a dou-
ble inventory of. equipment Parts. AliSsion capability anthstandardizatian
Within the Treasury are expected to be enhanced ,by. the,se changes and the
advantages of metrication are expected to outweigh the.disadvantages..

4. A nt icipated .1mpact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
or metric. Nleasurement Units (Assumption. II). Those, responding organiza-
tions specifying dollar amounts of annual added costs during the transition
period are:- facilities Management. in- the/ Internal Revenue Service
($50.000): Coinptroller of thc C:urrency ($;0.090): and Office of Engineer-
ing in the Bureati 'of Engraving and l'rinting ($50.0001. The Alcohol. Tobac-
co. and Firearms' I)ivision ,of thc Internal .Revenue. Serviceexpects an
average 'annual cost increase Of S37.590 because of costs of revising regula-
lions. manuals and forms. Only the ,Management :Analysis Division of the
Bureau -of Customs anticipates ,,savingS($30.900 annually) during this
period. The total cstiniated net at,erage-annual added cost for the TreasurY
Department during the transition Period' is ahout $ 12:7;500.. )

During the post-transition period the Bureau of Engraving and Printing an-
ticipates annual added costs' of. $15.000.- Thc Facilities Mahagement Divi=
sion of the. Internal Revenne Service expec:s an annual! savings of $25.000
and thc Management Analysis Division of the Bureau of Customs' /M-

k
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ticipates annual savings of $30.000. The Alcohol. Tobacco and Firearms
Division of the Internal Revenue Service expects -negligibic" cost increases
during the post-transition Period. Thus, the total net annual savings during
the post-transition period for the Treasury l)epartnlent would: he about
$40.000.

To' effect a changeover to metric units of measurement, the-Treasury
would have to modify some of its forms and files, acquire equipmeni with.
metric specifications. Orient personnel in metric usage, and increase certain
inventories so dual systems can be maintained duringthe transition period.

Transition to metric units-of measurement would result in operationall im-

provement and some cost decreases. No serious- disadvantages' are an-
ticipated and the advantages of such a transition are estimated to Outweigh

the disadvantages.
. Changeover to metric .units of measurement could be implemented prin-
cipally by changingspecifications in the Procurement of equipment and sup-
plies. In the customs area, regulations would have to be revised. 's

No legal or other significant problems' are foreseen in the event of a na-
.tionally coordinated program to increase usage of metric units of measure

. ment, .

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Coordinated, Program to Increase
Use of Nletrie-Bascd Engineering Standards as well as Metric Units of Mea- .

surement (Assumption III). During the transition' period of such a' prograM,
annual costs are expected to increase somewhat over $140,000, The Facili-
ties ManageMent Division of the .Internal Revenue Service anticipates an-
nual cost increases of $50.000; the Comptroller of the Currency anticipate's
annual cost increases of $20.000; the Office of Engineering in the Bureau of
Engraving and Printingonticipates annual cost increases of $50M00;_and the
Alcohol. Tobacco. and Firearms Division _of the Internal.Revenue Service
anticipates 'average. annual cdSt' 'increases of about $5 I ;600 (mostly; for
purehaSing of 'laboratory equipment) during the transition. peridd. There
would be an average annual >>avings of 'about $30.000 for the Bureau of
Customs during the transition period.

During the post-trnnsitinn perioda.the Facilities Management group in the
Internal Revenue Service anticipat6,annual added costs of $50.000..while
the Office of Engineering in the Bureau of Engraving and Printing expects
annual savings' of $27.000 and the Bureau of, eustoms expects annual
savings of $30.000. The total net annual savings for the Treasury Depart-
ment duringthe post-transition would be about $7.,000.

To effect a transition to metric-based eligineeling. standards as well as
units of measurement. the Treasury Department would have to follow the
same procedures involved in a transition to metric units only The ad-
vantages and disadvantages of such a transition would'also he identical to
those of a changeover to metric units. -The advantnges are expected !dont-

. weigh thedisadvantages. The same procedures would be followed in imple-
...menting a changeover to metric-based engineering standards as, ould be fol-
lowed in implementing a transition to metric units of meastirement. No leg'tl
problems are foreseen which mikht result from airansition to metric

measurement
en-

gineering standards and easurement units.
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6. Conclusion. The respondents, of the TreaSury Department recommend:
adoption of a nazi ally Coordinated program of transition, to metric units of
measurement and metric- ased engineering Standards.

Impacts of Metrication on International Affairs
and Trade'

The increagediuse of the metric system, under the auspices of a coor-
dinated national program, would probably increase. U.S. exports by facilitat-
ing access of. U.S. products to marketsof countries which utilize the metric
system. Imports might also increase, but the increase would not be signifi-
cant. Given the vast size of the U.S. market. fdreign producers presently
make the adjustments in their products necessary, to sell them in the U.S.
under the English system. The overall impact on the U.S. balance of pay-
ments of a harmonized, worldwide measurement system would be favorable.

Impacts of Metrication on Taxation

Present Metric Usage. At present the metric system is used to a limited
extent (less than one-fourth of all activities) in the field of taxation. There are
no discernible trends in metric usagein this area.

The impact of metrication on the field of taxation and on the Treasury's
ability to perform its mission within this field has been negligibk.1

Future Impacts of Metrication. If no national program for transition to the
metric system is adopted, increasing domestic and international use of the
metric system is likely to have little or no effect on the field of taxation.

In the event of a nationally coordinated program for transition to the met-
ric system over a 10- year, period. the Treasury Department would have to
adapt the relevant tax laws, forms and regulations...Special attention would
have tO be given to the adaptation of specific excise tax rates. It cannot be
estimated whetlier or not such a transition would improve the Treasury's of

within the field of taxation.

' See."Classification of Intensities of linpact" scale on p. 79.
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE (DOJ.)

Liaison Representative:

Louis A. Mayo, Jr., Center for Criminal Justice OPerations and
Management, Law Enforcement Assistance Administration

Respondents Infernal Operations:'

I. 13ureatt of Narcutles and 13angerousl)rugs
2. fiederal Bureau or Prisons
3. Engineering Bt'anch. Immigration and Naturaliiittion Serviee

1. Mison of the Department of Justite.-The-chier purposes Or the 1)01 are
to provide\nteins for. the enforcement of the Federztl lawS: to furnish legal ..

counsel in Fediit'al cases, and to construe the htws under which Other. DC-
pamentS act. DOJ conducts 1111 Suits in the' Supreme Court in which the
United States is concerned, supervises the Federal penal institutions., and in-
vestigates and detects violations against Federal law. It represents the
Governinent in legal matters generally, rendering iegal advice and opinions.
upon request. to the President and to the heads of the executive .depart-
ments. The Attigney General supervises and directs ,the activitit5s of the
United States Attorneys and Marshals in the various judicial districts. An
additional major. funct ion is financial and technical assistance to non-Federal
public law enforcenTnt and criminal justice agencies.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. Only the Federal Bureau of Narcotics
and Dangerous' Drugs uses the metric system at the present time MetriC
Measurement' units are used .in.reporting illicit drugs removed from the 'mar-
ket. auditing the legitimate industt.y, laboratory analysis, and mantifacturing
and purchase quotas. Metric engineering standards are Used roe di'itg foimu
lations.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for 114trication
(Assumption I). Under this assumption.only the Bureau or Narcotics and .
Dangerous Drugs foresees any increased metric usage. As orJttne I. 1970,
the Bureau is encouraging the drug industry to increase its metric Usage. In-
creased metric usage will facilitate the auditing of induSt.ry and the preparing
of manufacture and purchase quotas. Increased metrication will improve
control over narcotics and dangerous drugs.;Ind will result in annual internal
savings (probably lois, than I percent) to the Bureatt.these savings will be
incurred becauSe of the reduced number or data conversions required. Thus.
advantages of such changes will outweigh.disadvantages.

The Federal Bureau of Prisons and the Immigration and Naturalization
Service, which .do not plan increased metric Usage. forest-TC" increasing
problems of training and dualdimensioning because of the increasing metric
usage outside the Department of Justice.

4. Anticipated intpact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase,Use
of. Metric Measurement UnitslAssumption 11.' Under this assumption. only
the Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs anticipates' any cost impacts
during the transition. and. post-transition .periods. During the transition

01413 0- 71 - 8
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period. the Bureau expects acpst savings of under I percent or 55.00(1 an-
nually for cOnyersion activity.

The Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs believes that long-term
advantages of metrication would be cost decreaseS and operational ininrove:-..-
Merit's: Tlic Bureau of Prisonsnnil the .1minigrationiind.Natiniilliiition Ser-
vice believe that there would .be operationtii iinprovement dile to metrica-

.

__All three-100J respondents belieVe that advantages of metrication would
outwogn the disadvantages because the metric system is a simpler system to
use.

In order to implement the metric system under Assumption II: DOI
%waid have to prepare. .nett' regulatiOns and internal guidelines:: only
midimum effort Would he required here. Bureau of Narcotics and 13an,
gtoXitf% Drugs would have to revise control. regulations. The Immigration and
Naturalikation Service, points out problems, relating to maintenance and
equipment and retraining as minor °Fist ac le' to metrication.!

S Anticipated Impact Under ii Nationally Planned Program to Increage Uge
.

of Metric -Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of MitasUrement
(ASsumptiow III). Under this assumption only the Bureau of Narcotics.and
Dangerous Drugs 'anticipates any cost impacts. On an annual during
the transition period:there would be a no savings of $5.009: There Wauld be
increased costs of $10.000 per fear for educational actiVities..On the other
hand, there would be a savings Nf $15.000 per year $ 1 0J000 r audit Oil.-
Ciency and 5000 in setting quotas.

The other impacts and advantag6 from metric;ition under this. assuMpt ion
',Ore identical. to those under the prior assumption.'eXcept that pdoption, of
Metric standords would facilitate the. policing of industry in the'case of the
Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs.: . :

'6. anclusion. In the, belief that there should be concerted action to bring
about changes toward .thetrication. DOJ recommends that the,Proper ap
proach be through legislation and voluntary compliance. A 10-year transi-
tion period is seen to be adequate.

Several Federal agencies have. in the course Of the Metric study, mentioned the probability.
QI some increase in the number of enforcement proceedings hype agencies (e.g... the Food and
1)rug Administration due to confusion and negligence ii hire changing to the metric systeen.
Those cases of a:criminal natum could end up in Federal Court. and dins .would he an added
burden on the130.1. At this point. it is not Possible to give any valid percentage increase incosts
or workload to the U.S. Attorneys or Marshals hemp example) from ease inputs from other Ltgen-
cies tar, for that matter, from other sectors of the society).
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DEPARTMENT' OF THE INTERIOR

Liaison Representative:

Martin F'rochnik, Deputy Science Advisor, Office of the
Secretary .

Respondents Internal. Operations:

1. Bureau of Continercial Fisheries
2. National Park Service
3. BureatkaN1ines
4.. Office,of Coal Research
5. Geological Survey
6. Btavati of Land Management
7. Bureau of Reclamation
8. Bonneville Power Acliiiinistration
9. OlTice of Saline Water

10. Federal Water Quality Administration

Respondents Energy Technology Area of National
Responsibility:

1. Commissioner of Reclamation
2. Assistant to Commissioner (of Reclamation) Research
3. Acting Administrator, Bonceville Power Administration
4: Assistant Chief of Systems Engineering Research and

Development. Bonneville. '.'ower Administration
5. Deputy Administrator, Southwestern Power Administration
6. Branch of *Maintenance, Southwestern Power Administra-

tion
7. Design Section. Branch of Design and Specifications.

Southwestern Power Administration
8. Office of Assistant Secretary Ibr Minet.al Resources
9. Administrator,Alaska Power Administration

10. *Project Development ISivision. 13ureau of Water and Power
Development Alaska Power Administration

It (Towel- Division. Bureau of Water and Power Development.
Alaska Power Administi-ation

RespondentWater Pollution Control Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Division of Process Research and Development: Federal
Water Quality Administration

Respondents -Food and Fiber (Fishing Industry) Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Director. Bureau of Commercial Fisheries
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2.. Assistant Director for Utilization and Engineering. Bureau of
Commercial Fisheries'

3. 1)ivision.of Food Science. Bureau of Commercian Fisheries

I. Mission of the Department of the Interior. The Department of the, Interi
or is concerned' with.t he management. conservation and development of the.
Nation's water, wildlife, mineral, forest: and park and. recreational
resources, 'also hits major responsibilities for Indian and Territorial affitirs.

Most aspeetyr I nteriOr's mission will be affected to some ,degree by met-,
Heat ion. rheL.P.S. Geological Survey: Bureau of, ines. Bureau of Commer
cial Fisheries, Bureau of Sport Fisheries and Wildlife', Office of. Coal
Resettrat Bureau of .Reclitmation. Office of Saline Water and 'the Federal
Water ()milky .Administration haVC the most significant, research and

. development functions of the'13epitri mem and can, therefore. be.expeeted
bear the litrgdst.im pact of metrication. The land survey responsibilitids of the
Bureau of Land .Management would be affected by metrication. The Bon-.
neville Power Administriition, itIong with these nine .orgitnizations, is
cluded,in the -Internal Operations". Survey.

2. Extent of the Present NIctric Usage. All 10 of he responding Interior Bu- /-
mans and Offices. cited above use the metric system to a limited extent.
Eight of the 10 subdivisions' Use metric -based engineering standards. The
metric: system is generally used in internal. and contract research projects in / .

technical areas where .the metric systemis.universidly used and where eon-.
tact with the public is not a primary mission _Examples of such use are
lithoratorymeastirements and caleillations. photograinmetry.und ellectmnic
distance measuring. of the Department's publicatiOns use Metric units:
Metric standards ire in testing materials by American Society for Test
ing and Materials standard methods.

. . \
Advantages most often cited for present mettle usati.:e. include: impr(v$11

relationshipS to the main body of impro.vd international coopera7.
lion. and. operational improvement. Only the Bureau oecommercial Fishe-
ries cites cost savings as a reason for metric usage. Most respondents cite no
diSadVantages in the present use of the metric system. In the few instances
where diSadvantitges are cited, it was pointed out that difficulties arc limited. ,

to metric engineering standards. The Main probleni appears to be the.ten-,
dency by both industry and individuals to prefer Customary standards.
because of unfamiliarity. with metric measurements.

3. AnticiPated Changes if There is No National' Plan fOr Metrication
.(Assumption 11. If there is no concerted-national action for increasing the use
'of the .metric system, there nevertheless. be signitiCant movements
toward. metrication in the Department of the Interior. The Bureau of Com-
mercial, Fisheries and the civil engineering..activities of the Nittional Park
Service foresee total -conversion to the metric system in their agency open!
tions. Both feel that there will be timdinfd cost savings.due to metrication
because of the increasing worldwide and domestic metric usage.

The two which do not use metric -based engineering standards are: Office of Coal ResearCh
and the Burean of Lind managethent.
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The Bureau of ReelamatiOn, the Bonneville 'Power Administration. and-
the Federal Water Quality AdministratiOli foresee less dramatic moves to`
fun herinetrie *usage. In 'these ctises. the anticipated changes- will bitsictilly in
vovc gr6ier metric usage in publiCations. An excelition is that Hon

ncvillc PoWer Administration will make increasingly greater usage of metric
standards. especially. in light .61. :its heavy PurchaseS of l'oreign-madtS, metric
based equipment.

'II the agencies make no changes toward further metric usage under As-
sumption 1, eight or the 10 respondents predict prOblems.oLincreasine intcn
sity. Tht problems. most often mentioned are increased use of dual (oilmen-

.

sioning. more dual inventories, greater difficulties in international coopent
tion. and increased conversion and interhicing

4. Anticipated Inipact Optler at Nationally Planned Prokram to lacreaSet he
.

Use'of Metric Measuremeni Units (Assumption II). Uncle( this assumption'the
Interior respondents find it difficult to specify cost impact's: on the Depart-
ment. Seven of the respondents. (Bureau of Mines. Office or Coal Research.
I3ureitu of Land Mttnagement. Buretiit of Commercial Fisheries. (Alice of
Salihe Water. Federal Miter Quality Adminisinttion. and the Bureau of
Reclaination). do not foresee any internal savings or added costs for their
.agencies resulting frOm metrication under AssuMption

Only three resPdndents believe that.there Would be tiny cost impacts due
to metrication under Assumption II. The National Park Service anticipates
cost increases:of less than 1:percent dining the 'transition period. Costs
Would increase by $125.000 annually due to an increase. of $5.000 for
speCification activities. $ 15.(100 for Work on signs. $5.000 for contract work.
and $.1110.000 for land acquisition activities. During the pOst-Ininsition there
would hg annual added costs of S5p.000 for. 1:ind acquisition activities.

The Geological Survey. .reports that costs would increase by I to 5 percent
during the transition period .(due to extra costs or $2 million for data Collec-
tion and processing in dnal syStem) and th4j,thcre would be no effect on
costsdaring the pOst-transition period. The Bonneville Power Administra-
tion thinks that there .would be no net cost impact during the transition. but
that there world be a savings of about $90A100 per year or I to 5 percent dUr-
ing the posi7transitionperiod.',

Eight of,the 10 respondents cite long-term advantages due to metrication.
Cost decreases, openitional improvements. promotion of U.S. standards in
ternationally. improved international Communication. and increases:in inter-
national trade are'll cited as advantages.

.Only the.13ureaU of I:and Management sees any long-term disadvantages.
There would be the problem of the inconsistency between the metric-system
and the-establislied'system of land measurement 'in the United Suite's. Ixtsed
as it is on the statute mile, which is subdivided into 80 chains. However. the
Bureau observes that our customary land measures could be expressed in
metric units. since all 'restirVey's result in fnictions of chains and Inictions of
acres. .and these are Carried only to the nearest one-hundredth (001) of a
chain or acre. The .13Oreati states that. "Providing no attempt, is madeto

:change all past records.':no problems, are anticipated if future, work were to
be based on t he metric system.-
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All respondents; except those at the Bureau of. Land. Nlanagement and the
Office of Cital Research believe that theadvinitages would outweigh the dis-
advantages: the Bureau: Land Management' Says adVtintitgeS would fidt
outweigh disitdvamtageS and. the Office of Coal Resettch is uncertain
whether or not advantages would ontweigh disadvitittages.

Under Assumption i i the respondents at the Bureau of Comniercial
FisherieS., National. Park Service. Buyeati of Mines. Geologiettl Survey. and
the Bonneville Power Administration foresee problems of "educating, and
retraining their employees. operational problems, and prOblents dealing with
maintenance and equipMent. Also;tt.ark production may be islowed to some
extent Miring the transition period. ..ZIS.0 U.S.,.... .an- survey laws wthtld have
to be changedand there wOuld he several otIter legtill.equirements contained
in enacted legislation that would have to be changed..

The main problem of adopting metric Units is simply., one of adaptation by..
people, both employees and clients. an uneamiliar. system: long -lire equip-
mein. Jtowever.. may also cause ,continued use of a dual system under As-
.iumption II within.Some I nterior

..

5. nticipated Impact Under a Nationally. Planned.Program to Increase Use
of Nletric-Based Engineering .Stlindards as well .as Units or Measurement
(AsSumption III). With regard to cost inipacts on the 1)epart ntenlof the In-
terior. eight of the .10 respondents give the same, replies under Assumption
III as they give under AssuMptionl I. The two respondents (National Park
Service and the GeologiCal Survey) report under Asttnifition III slightly dif-
ferent increased costs than under AsSumption I I.,

. J.

TheNational Park Service expects anniial addedcosts'Of S127.000 'daring
the transition :period under :Assumption I I I as against $125.000 annual '
added costs under. Assumption II. For the ptist-transition period, land
ttequisition standards annual costs would inerease, by S50.000 under As-
sumption II: thulerAssumption III, the increase in annual costs would be
negligible:*, .

The Geological. SurVey anticipates that added costs would be $3 million
per year due to added costs for collection, processing, and duattlimensioning
under Assumption. III: under AsSumption II, costs would go tip by $2
lion within the collection, proCeSsing and dual dimensioning,areas.

The long-term advantages of metrication 'reported under AssUmption III
would be nearly identical to those given under AssumPtion I I. 'The Hon-.
neville Power Administrtaion says that advantages coming' ander Assunip-

- tion III. but not under Askuniption IL Would be an eventual unification, of
stzindards thrittightiut the world and a greater interchangeability of parts.

SeVen of the 1,0 respondents believe that the advantages of metrication
under AssumptiOn I I I would outweigh the, disadvantages: the Bureau of
Land Nlanagetnent SayS the advantages would not prediiminate, and two (the
Office of Coal Research and the Federal Water Quality Administration) are;
uncertain. :A 11 resPondents except the Federal Water Quality Administratitin
give the same answer to the question of whether advantages would outweigh
diSadVantages under Assumption III as they do under 'Asumption

Generally., the respondents:believe that the impacts under Assumption
(changes to metric standards. as Well as to metric units) would he similar to
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those ,under Asstntition 11 (changes in language Only). lbere would be
someWhat .greater' problents. under 'Assumption III because. rettioling:'
changes front customary physical. sizes to Metric. and dual inventories would
be required in addition to the problems listed under Assumption II.

6-. Conelusion. Eight of the.10 respondents Its or concerted national'aetion
to bring pbout changes toward metrication in "measurement units.. T he litt7
reap of Land Management is uncertain whether there should be such action:
the Office of Coal ReSdich expresses no opinion.

Six'' of the 10 resPondents definitely favor a Concerted program to bring
about changes toward metrication in engineering standards: The Bureau 61.
Land Management, the Oftice of Saline Witter, and the Federal,WaterQuali-
t Administration are undecided whether there should he a concerted pro-
lam.The Office or Coal Researeh expresses no opiniOn. :

Tliel'eis general agreement that conversion to the metric' stent should be
'enacted through a:legislated: progrant. Included in ihe platilor'metricatiOn
.hould be a well-planned program of education and training, coordinated aic7

7--t on by technical societies. 'governmental 'procurement' in metric measures
-------"Ind achievement or a consensus of government. Management, and labor on

what changes should be made. .,-

Most.- responding agencies, are satisfied with 10 years as a transition
.

period. The National Park SerVice and the , Bonneville Power Administra-
tion, the only two agencies' which definitely prefer a different transition.
period, suggest shorter periods in order to minimize costs and disruption.

:. . ImPactii of . Metrication on . Energ'y TeChnology:

Prese'm Metrfr-U.rage. At present the metric system is used in less than 25:
percent of all work activities in the_ energy field in the United Statcs.iExcePt
forlhe Southwestern Power AdMinistration and the Bonneville. PoWer Ad-...
miniStrafion, there-is no significant trend towaillnietrie usage within Interior
.offiCes2 which deal with energy.

The Southwestern Power Administration says-that most foreign,produeed ..
power equipment is constructed to metric dimensiptis and that sonic
domestic manufacturers are now producing. equipment according to metric
dithensions. The Bonneville Power Administration believes that field main-
tenance persOn nel are becoming increasingly. familiar with the metric System
becausc of the increasing use of metric parts and cquipMent.

Impact on the energy field from current trends toward metrication is seen
as 'moderate' for most activities and is related to thedifficulties of increased
use of foreign equipMent and maintenance parts. Impact on some activities
(e.g.: converting dimensions from non - metric in order to 'reconcile data on

".,These are: Bureau of Commercial Fisheries. National Park Service. Bureau of Mines.
Geological Survey. Bureau of Reel: mullion. and Bonneville rower Adminisinktion.

3 Five Interior organizations pnwitled information on Energy Technology: Bonneville Power.
Administration. Alaska l'ower Administration. Southwestern Power Adminismuion. Bureau of
Reelmnation. and Office of Minerill Revorcei0

Sec Classilic:ation, of Intensities 04iniinter scale onp. 79
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eneineering drawings when applying new equiRnent in existing facilities) is
negligible. The impact on project deVelopment activities is trivia/.

. Fillin.e. Minuets n.l Metrication. There is liule question I11.-ti .pressure
toward 'increased use Or the metric system will increasingly atifect energy
technology to a significant degree. :Assumingthat there will be no concerted
national action -to increase met ric. usage. all of the responding :tgencies be-

...:.
N lieve there will be greater usage of metric threads which will reqttire

'duplicate Stocks:or bolts and screws...17here will be minornconvenience in
coordinating 11011-metric and metric dimensions on technical .drawings and.
data, and there will be some duplication of tools. 'On the other hand. 'some.
advantagds will result froin.t he increasing metric usage: e.g., increasing sim-
plicity in computation and recording of technical information and,m'easure-
ments. Already, there is a trend toward an increasing intenatioaal stan-
dardization or engineering units, in the metric systent.by the 1 nst it in e of Elec-
trical and Eleeti'onic Engineers and who.; technical societies.

-r hq r'esptindents: believe that the. impact on their agencies' ability to pe-
form tpeii- missions if there is no. concerted national program will. in most
cases, be slight. There will be ii.. moderate increase in costs because of in-
creaked spare-part inventories. additional tools, and. engineering drawing.
changes. The Office of Nlirieral\ResourceS estintates the 'impacts to be
tieglimilik, the Southwestern ,Oower. Administration estimates the impact to
be titil, and the other three estimate impacts to be modpraw.

If there. were a conceted national effort to increase' the use of the metric
system, initial disadvantages are expected, but they would be offset by the
faster accumulation of benefits provided by the metric system. Problems-.
would especially arise when replacements for equipment become necesSiiry.
Duplicate spare park and tools would be required. Additioiiiil clTorl would

,be ' required. 10 convert technical data, drawings. and maintenance
procedures'.

. .

A longer transition period than 10 years would mean that less immediate.
effort wotild be required for converting 10 the,metric system since there
would be, time lot orderly converion of technical data. maintenance
procedure's, etc. On the other hand. the disadvantars of the dual °system
would be extended Over a, longer period, thereby increa. ing the total costs in-
volved. The optimum period would be determined, most -probably. by equip.-

1mem wear-out time. However, a generating .unit or other large piece of
equipment of domestic mantifactui-e' i

could last longer. han 30 years if it is .
. --....,maintained properly. -- : ..

Benefits. over the long run, of doing away with. ihe.dual system are: in-
creasing.international. standardization of engineering units and standards by
technical societies: uniform and simpler engineering calculations: and better
international cooperation. ....,..-----"'

The _Office of Min -al sees little difficulty for the.utiliiY.indus-
try in changing completely to the metric system. -.However, when it comes.
to the suppliers of male1ials and equipment for the utility industry. it is ex
pected that changes, would be extensive in such things as bolt sizes, and wire
and cable sizes." / .

.:..:,.:if
t..,-11.
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Three of the live responding agencies believe that the adoption 6i the'met-
.

tic system would improve their effectiveness in the performance of their mis-.
sions..The Alaska Power Administration antic ipatte impaired eflectivenesS
Only': in the operations and maintenance areaS. 611ke of Mineral.
Resources is tinceriatiii-.Whether effectiveness would be iniproved or int-
patired. since there would he -apparently:I Minor. effeet..7

1Vhat Action Should Be Taken?, Vour of the live responding agencies2
strongly believe that there' should be a concerted national prograrn-to in
crease the use of the metric system in the United States. Thee-11th. ihe Office

of Mineral Resources, simply replieS

Impacts of Metrication .on Water P011ution Control

Present Metric. Usage. Accord: T.:4 to the Federal Water Quality ..\d-
ministration, the' metric system is used by between one-quarter and thre-
quariers of the work activities in wattee pollution'ontr'ol. 1 here is an increas::::
int: trend toward metric usage: .there is now complete use in 'scientific
research within the POliution control field, and tis'eln engineering is increas-.
ing at a slow rare. The impact on the water' pollution control field has been'
?nodes-lite.

As the Agency increases the use of technology developed in metric -using
. .

countries. the Agency's .use Of:the:Customary- system has increasingly hin-
dered technology transfer. The impact of this increasingmetrication on The
Federal. WAter. QualitY. Administration's'. ability to' perform its mission has
been mOderate..

. .

Funike Impacts of Metrieation. AccOrdina to ,the Federal Water.Quality
AdMinistration. a 10-year transition period..vould cause a severe disruption
of the p011ution control induStrY if there uere nations Ily planned program
to increase the use 'of the metric system. A longer perio such as 20 'ears.
would he preferred:

Adoption of metric mea5,tkrement units and engineenng s
improve the effectivenes(onhe Federal. Miter Quality A
performiniz its mission. Metrication/would provide woij
of engineering designs and drawings.

What Action Should Be Taken? The Federal Water Quality t1dministra-
tion believes that 'the Ciovernment should encourage efforts to convert U.S.
industry to the metric system.

andards would
ministration in

vide compatibility

Impacts of "Metrication on the Fishing Industry.

Present Metii Usage. According to the Bureau of Ccmmercual iFisheries.
the metric system.is used in betweeti one-quarter and three-quarters of work..
activities in the fishing industry. There is an increasing .use or metric-in the
food research community; Several scientific journals now .requireall
surements . to be presented metric . units. Impact of -thd current trend
toward increased use -of metric has been trivial. These impaCts include the
need to replace simPle,menstiring.devices and to 'change dials on Scales and
'gauges. Most of the problems caused by ..metrication.,to'clate_have been..

solved b, the useofconVersion charts.



116 FEtw.itAt. CIMERNNIENT: CI% II IAN AC.1:tit:MS

Future impart.% of Metrication. The Bureau of Commercial Fisheries be-
.lieveS that.; he'effeclsof the increasing nietrie usage'dn an evolutiOnary basis

.

will he .advantagetius because measurements will be more and more stan
dzirdized:.Thi4 increasing metic .uslige will, increasingly provide: tot stan-
dzirclizationof%expression 01.Bui-eziti..research results. There will also be
uniforniity of terminology in international: bod standaniS. The impziet on
mission capability will be mods ate.

Il.there is a nationally 'planned program toinereae.the ,useof the metric
systeni over a$10-year transition periOd. many practieal difficulties would
.reSillt within industry. ,Costly conversion orrreplacement of existing
ment IC .g.. weighing machines. temperature recorderS) would he required.
Prior to the.time of normal replzieement.. A:longer period would he better
becailSe it would allowfor an orderly and economic transition to the metric .

system.
Adoption of metric measurement units and engineering. standards' would

improve the effectiveness of .the Bureau of Commercial. Fisheries .per-
forming its, mission Technical information disseMinated to clientele Would
be standardized. This would be "particularly true in the area of international
food standardS published in CODEX A LI NI ENTARI USin which the met-
rie NyStern is used. The Bureau of Commercial Fisheries phlys a significant
role in the-development of these stztndards.

What ..letion Should lie Takeh? The Bureau of Commercial Fisheries
( thinks that Federal agency publications shouldrequire that all data be ex-

pressed in metric units, with parpthetical expression of customary system
measurements on an optional basis.
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DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE (USDA)

Liaison-Representative:

Earl E. Houseman, Director, Standards and Research Division,
Statistical Reporting Service

RespondentsInternal Operations:

I. Agricultural Research Serviee
1. Agricultural Stttbilization tun! Ciincer3ation Service
3. Commodity Exchttnge Authority
4. Consumer and Marketing Service
5. Cooperative State Research Service
6. Foreign Regional Ahttlysis DiViSion. Economic Research

Service
.7. N1arketing Econonlics Division. Economic Research Service
8. .Economic Siatisiical Analysis Division: Economic Resettrch

Service
9. Foreign DevelopMent and Trade Division. Economic

Resettrch Service
10. Fttrm Production Economics Division. F.conomic Reseztrch

Service
I 1. Export N1ztrketing Service
12.. Federal Crop Insurance Corporation
13. Foreign Agricultural Serviee.
14...-State and Private Forestry. Forest Service
15. Ntitionalfol'eSt System. Forest Service
16. Administration. Forest Service .1--

17.- Programs and LegisItttive'Re.port. Forest Service
18. Research. Forest Service
19. Ritral ElectrifiCation Administration

20. Soil Conservation Service
21. Stzttistical Reporting Service
22. ExtenSion Service
23. Packers and Stockyards AdministrzitiO

RespondentsConsumer Affairs Area of National Responsibility:

All agencies listed as respondents for internal operations
t.

Respondent's=Food and Fiber Area of National Responsibility:

All ttgencies listed as respondents for internal operations

Respondents Environmental Pollution Control Area of Attional
-/ Responsibility

Environmental Quality EXecutive Committee. USDA
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Respondents International Affairs Area of National
Responsibility:

1. Economic Research Service
2. Expart NIarketing!.;erVice
3. Foreign Agricultural Service
4, Foreign Economic l)evelopment Service

.

L Nlission of the USD DA. The eptirtment of Agriculture is concerned with
production and distribUtion of food and lihcr, conservation of natural
resources, mantigenient of National Forest kinds, stabilizzition of farm prices
and income, development of runtl amis, regultition of markets and traide in
rztrrh products and facilities, expansion of foreign nuirkets, research releVant
10 its .mission. and the dissemintition of inforinaticin about agriculture to far-,
mers aniline public..

2...Extent of Present Nletric Usage. Eleven'. of the 23 respondents report
that they use metric units in some of their lickivitiest. only one (the Agricul
turtil Ite-tearch Service) uses'metric engineering standards: Present USDA
metric usage is limited primarily to two areas: ( I ) research in the natural -.'

__sciences tinenteasurements made in labonttories and (2) international af-
fairs: especitilly international trade and statistics for international com-
parisons. Several metric standzirds of the,American Society.of Agriculturtil
Engineers' and of the -Society of Automotive Engineers are used by the .

Agrictiltural Research Service.
All I I of those using metric units report dvantages. The advantages most

often cited tire operational improvement, internationall cooperation. and
compatibility With scientific ositge. The Agfieultural Research. Service says
that metric engineering stancitu'ds are used to &nisi.), legtil requirements and
for internationzil cooperaition. Three respondents 'cite disadvtinttiges to their
present use of metric Units. Lack of flimilitirization on the ruin of the person-
nel and/or clients is the principal disadvtiniage. As a' eonsequence. much
dual dimensioning is now required in order to interface with the customary
system. AgricultUnaengineers have formally adopted duzil dimensioning..

The. Agricultural Resetirch SerVice says that lack of familiarization is a
disadvantage with respect to the use of metric engineering suindards: how-
ever. advanutges-of present use outweigh disztdvzintages. All I I of those
responding orgzini'zations.which use nietric units believe that the tidvantages
of present usage outweigh distidyantages.

The present:Situation requires conversion or dual dimensioning for inter-
tuitional statistics on.pra_dtiction and intermitional trade for nearly till com
modities. In intermitionaltiffttirs. theconstant problem of conversion is una
voidable unless a complete -ehange to the. system occurs. A small

'reduction:in intermit onerating costs and improved international communica

These am:, Agricultural Research Service : Agricultural Stabilization and Cimservation Ser-
vice..Consumer and Marketing Service: Foreign Regional Analsis Division. Marketing
Economics Division, and Foreign l)evelopment and Trade DiVlsion in the Economic Research
Service.. Export !Marketing ,Sep vice: FOreign Agricultural Service: I jjionail Forest Systeni.und
Research in the Forest Service:: and Soil Conservation Service.
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tion and cooperution are seen 'as.: long-term advantages of metrication,
Nearly all, exporting countries use metric units or have announced plans to
adopt metric units for foreign trade statistics. rractically all statistics
published by international organizations are no publiShed in Metric units.

3. Anticipated. Changes if There is No 'National Tian (Or Nletrication
(Assumption I). Increased involvement in international 'affitirs: and the trend
to world-wide usage of the metric system have necessitated inore extensive
metric usage in acrieulture. Other than additiontil uses required for interfac-
ing with activities in which the Metric SylCM is used, USDA anticipates
very little increased metric usage in agriculture without a coQeerted national
effort. In general, the I3ePatment believes that
not be encouraged except for Planned transition to the metriZ\system. In
sonic cases..the.problems 'created are more than just matters of cost. For ex--
ample. confusion or error as to whether a spray residne iiiterance is ex
pressed in grains.or'grams can h:tve serious consequences.

Only six of the' : respondents say they plan increased metric Osage in
their activities. Fifteen responding subdivisions do nOt plan further iise of
the metric. system. The Six organizations planning further use are: Marketing

:Economics Division in the. Economics Research Service:. the Foreign.
Development and Trade Division in the Economic Research Service (esti-
mitted25 percent increase in mission capability is anticipated): Export Mar-
keiing Service: Foreign Agricultural Service (estimated I i) percent increase
in mission capability is anticipated): Research in the FOrest Service: and the
Extension Service.

Sixteen of the 23 respondents anticipate problems, if no changes toward
metrication are made. because of 'the increasing metric usage °inside of.
USDA. Most 'common are: training 'of personnel, dual dimensioning, hin-
dered international cooperittion. and increased conversion. Threes respon
dents say that there would, be no:'significant problems: four do not provide
any on this point.

4. Anticipated IMPact Under .a Nationally Planned Prograni to Inerease 1st.
of Nletric Measurement UnitS (Assumption II). Under this assumptiOn
USDA' respondents anticipate savings' or increased costs during the transi-
tion period and six respondents itntieipate no cost impacts.

Three subdivisions (the Foreign Development and TntdeDiViSionof the
Economic Research Service. the Export Marketing Service. and the Foreign
Agricultural Service) anticipate internal savings during the transition period..
In 'two cases, annual internal sayings. of I to 5 percent are expected. The.
.Foreign Development and Trade Division reports in annual savings of
55.000 tor. trade statistics work and '35.0091'6r foreign stittistics work. In the
case of the. Foreign Agricultural Service an annual siwings of about.S 10.000
would result from not having to convert and publish botheustomary 'and
metric units. 4.>

The Export Mitrketing Service expects a saving under I percent or an
annual average savings of S26.000. Actually. there would be a S40.000 cost
the first yettr to pzty for the conversion of records. Starting with the first year
there would also be a $30.000 savings annually becituse of the elimination of
the dual system.
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The following respondents expect :their luinuar costs to increase h) less
than t percent during the transition period:

a. Agricultural Stabilization and Conservzttion Service -in areas
of lo:Lns. price support inventory immagement. and sales.

b. (fooperative St:LteiRese:trch Service.'
National Forest System in the Forest Service alMost no cost
mp:tet.

d Programs and legislative Report in the Forest Service
5500 annually for converting historical, data:

e. Rural Electrilic:ttion. ..kdministration revision or existing en
gineering and operations publications. (Engineering costs
would cre:tse by S5.000 per year and adMinistrative costs
would also increase. by S5.000A

I. Research in the Forest Servicealmost negligible cost impact.
Packers and: Stockyards Administration -about $5.000 an
nually for revision of testing instructions, for testing sc:tles.
and for publishing instructions.

The following respondents expect their annual costs to inCrease by.1 to 5
percent during the transition petiod:

a. 'Agricultural Research Serviee-- an annual increase totaling $2
million in areas of data conversion, equipment, training, and
temporary inefficiency.

h.. Nhirketing Economics 13ivisian of the Economic Research
Serviceapproximately 530.000 for internal operations and
$100,001) for research needed to determine how to derive..
greatest advantage from conversion. (1 to 5 percent increase
for data recording in dual system. 100 percent increase for
conversion of data b:tses..I 00 percent increase in training ex
penses. and 100 percent: increase in adaptation of ADP
systems and controls to SI.)

C. Econoniic and Statistical Analysis-13ivision of the Economic
Research Servicean annual added -Cost or S-10.000 for
statistical activities...

d. State and Private Forestry --.$30.000 annual added cost for
forest management utilization. activities and S10.000 annual
added costs for forest protection activities.. ..

e. Soil Conservation Service7 a total added cost per year of
54,850.009 ..(S3.540.000 for conservation operations.
$180.000 Tor watershed planning. $240,000 for river basin
surveys,:.5640.000 for watershed works of improvement:'
$150.000 for Greitt Plains work. and $100.000for resource
conservation and development).

E Statistical -Reporting Service-Lan, annual added cost of
556.500 ($32i500 for conversion of historical records. S6.000
for publication.of hisiorical record's. 58.000 for publication of

. dual units. and $10.000 for reprogramming.. These Costs
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would not spread over\the full. IO-year pericid. but would he
concentrated toward the end of the period).

g. Extension Service.: $ I 'million annual added cost for adult and
yoUth education.

During the post-transition period. 13 respondents expect changes in their
annual costs and 10 e.xpect no changes. Of the 13 respondents expecting
cost changes; 10 resporide.nts expect cost savings and threeanticipate,added
costs.

.The following respondents expect an annual savings or under 1 percent
during the post-transition period:

a.. AgricultUral Stabilization and Conservation Service = very,
small stivines in loans, price support, in manzigerrient .

and saks.activities.
b. National Forest SYstem. of. the ForeSt Service- almost no

cost impact.
c. Rural Eleetrification Administration..
d. ExtensioaSerViCe almost no savings..
e. Marketing EcOnornics Division of the. Economic Research

Service --an annual savings of about 'S 10.000 for simplifica-
tion.

f. Export Marketing Service 'tin annual savings of about
.$30.000 as a result of elimination of the dual system.'

The following reSpondents' anticipate an annual savings of I td 5 percent
during the post- transition period:

a.. Agricultural Research Service 7 an annual savings of about $3
million since the inte.rface conversions would no longer be
necessary.

b. Economic and Statistical Analysis Division of the. Economic
Research Servicean annual savings of 520,000 in statistical
activities.

The Foreign Development and Trade Division expects an annuli! savings
of 'S 10.000 for foreign statistics work and S10.000 for trade statistics (or 5 to
10 percent) during the post-trarsition period.

The Foreign -Agrieultural Service predicts'an annual savings of about
S12.000 or about 10 percent &wing the post-transition period as a result of
not haiing to convert and publish both customary and metric units.

The following4Wo, subdivisions expect added costs of less than I percent
during the post-transition periOd:

. .

a. Cbopertitive State Rpsearch Service,
b. Soil Conservation Service

Finally.' State and Private Forestry of the Forest Service.ekpects a cost in-
crease of 1 to 5 percent due to cost increases of $90.000 per year forforest
management utilization activities and 525.000 fOr forest .protection activi
ties.
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Thus the net average annual added cost for the entire USDA during the
transititin period tinder Assumption II would be somewhat over Sli Million:.
the net aerage annual savings during the post-(ntnsition would be almost S3

All respondents say Iliad there would he long-term advantages to metrica
tiOn. under Assumption II. The most frequently mentioned aidvantages are
operational iniprovements and improved international communication. Cost

'decreases' and better promotion of U.S. standards internatiomilly are also
frequently Mentioned. Only two respondents note ziny long-term disad-.
vantages. Programs and Legislative Report in. the Forest Service says that
there Would be some cost increase over the long term. Administriition in the
Forest Service Maintains.'that metrication in units would not cart; oldie
real problem: the teal problem"wOuld he solved onlY., through metrication in
both language and hardware: -

Nineteen of the 23 respOndents say that advantages's:would outweigh the
s.

disads;antages. Only three' say that advantages would not )1.1tweigh the dis
advzintages: Programs and Legislative Report in the Forest. Semice is uncer-
utin whether the advzintages would outweigh the disadvantages.

If there were a planned national Aim to adopt metric measurement, units,
14 (if . t he 23responding subdivisions anticipate problems. Prilmiry impatct'.
would .he in the areas of operationsx.niaintenance;' equipment. changes, and
retraining. Nine of these 14 respondents say that there would be .legid
problems. The legal problems would usuzilly be concerned with revision of
statutes, regulations, code's, and contracts.

In order to, implement the changeover,lhe respondents say their sUbdi-,i-/
sions would have to institute training programs, revise regulation's, convert
statistical series to metric and convert historical records: Most if not all, of
the chzinges caild be irnplemented by manzigement directive.

5. Anticipated IMpact Under a. Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use.,
of Metrie-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement'
(Assumption HD. All hut tour of the 23 responding groups zinticipate identi-
cal cost impacts during 111)th transition and Post-transition periods under this
assumption they did under the prior assumPtion.;

The Cooperative State Research' Service expects similar cost impacts dur-
.

ing the transition period 'under both asSumptions, but slightly: different cost
impaCts during the post-transition. Under Assumption III, a less than I per-

'...cent -savings is anticipated: Whereas under the prior assumption, a less than
I .percent Cost increase is expected. However, the cost iinpacts under both
assumptions are not expected to be significant.

The Marketing Economics Division in the Economic Rese.arch Serviee
expects an annual cost increase during the transition period under Assump-
tion III or about s23o,000 due toil 5200,000 increase for new research con-
corned with how the Division can derive the' greatest benefits from planned
metriczttion.. and $30.000 for increased *operatingexpenses. This contrasts' to
an annual increase 015130,000 under the priorassumption. During the post

2 Thest are: Camimodity Exchtinge Anthorily, Cooperative State Research Service. and Ad-
.

tninistration in the Forest Service.



transition. period, however. the cost impacts would be identical to those
described under the prior assumption.

The Rural Electrification Administration expects an annual cost increase
during the transition period of $5.000 to change Specifications for materials'
and equipment items. This wOuld be ini.tddition to the $10.000 annual, costs
given under Assumption II. No significant cost impacts are expected during
the poSt-transition period..

The Extension Service - expects a cost increase of $1.500.000 per year tlr.
. .

ing the transition period tinder Assumption tit for educational :kctivities.'
This is in contrast to the expected annual cost increase of $1 million.during,
the transition under Assumption II. Under either assurnptiOn. no cost
pacts are expected during the post-trtmsition Period.

-rhe average :annual added cost for the USDA under assumption III
would be :Afoul .$8.700.000 during the transition period: the. annual savings
during the post-transition period would total almost $3 milliOn.

Nine of the .2,3 respondents report long-term advantaces which, would
result from the adoption of metri6b:ksed engineering standards. Advantages
most freqUently' mentioned are operational improvement. and Unproved in-
termktional 'communication. Cost decrelltieti luld better promotion' of U.S.
stand:krds internationally are also cited. The remaining respondents' zketivi
ties involve only measurements or statistics and are not concerned with en-
gineering stand:krds. \

If .there were a. phinned national effort to :Wont metric engineering stan-
dards as well as metric measurement units., six of the 23 respondents identify
legal or other problems., There would be some operational problems to be
solved. 'Some retraining Of personnel would be required. The National
Vorest System and the Soil Conservation Service report there would be
some equipment and maintenance problems.

In order to iniplepe hent the changeover. trespondents' say their subdivi-
sions would have to institute training programs, revise regulations, convert
statistical series to metric, and convert histOrical records. In addition. en- .
gineering.design Changes and new standards Would , have-to be develoPed.
Some new equipment purchases would be necessary.

6.. Conclusion. Eighteen of the .23 respondents favor IL nationally coor-.
dinated program to increase the use of 'metric measurement units. Three
respondents (Commodity Exchlmge Authority. Consumer and 11hkrketing.
Service, and National Forest System) are neutral and two (Federal Crop In-
surance.Corporation' and 'Rural Electrification Administration) provide no
information.

The following types of concerted action are suggested: retraining of 'per-
sonnel. education in schools, publicity, use of metric in government publica-
lions and regulations, and government procurement in metric. Legisltktion
would be required to some extent.'
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elve" of the 2 respondents favor a nationally coordinated program to
increase ,use of metric in engineering standards as well aS in measurement
units. Seven respondents are neutral. or undecided as 'to' whether there
should he a coneerted, program, and four provide no information..

Only tCto'reSpondents- suggest concerted actions to be taken with regard
to metric engineering standards which are different from those suggested
with regard to 'metric measurements units. Administration in the Forest' Ser-
vice says that there should be a carefully phased integrated action by broad
sectors in the United States. The Plickers and Stockyards Administration
believes that if units are in metric, standards must go metric.

Thirteen of the 23 respondents regard it 10 year period for metrication in
meissiliemencunits as staisfactory. 'Five respondents do not report an
opinion as to whether it longer or .shorter...period than It) 'years would be
preferable. Five subdivisions recommend a shorter transition period.. The
'arketing Economics Division sutz-t.sts 3-5 jears since the transition could
be accomplished in less time, and benefits of change could begin sooner. The
Foreign Development and Trade Division of the Economic Research Ser-
Vice could accomplish the transition in 5:years. The Export Marketing Ser-

. vice suggests 1-_'year tiansition periOd in order to eliminate 8 or,9 more--, .
a

years of the dual system. The Foreign_ Agricultural Service believes that Si
years would be adequate- to educate users. Finally. Administration. in the
Forest Service says that 5 years would be preferable.

With regard to the optimum period of adopting Metric-based enginee\ing
Standards as Well as units,, 13 of the 23 respondents regard a 10-yea period
for transition.as satisfactory; three respondents do not know, and seven pro-
vide no information. Significantly,, no respondent favored a longer or shorter
period than 10 years. Administration, in the Forest Service favors a 10-year
period under Assumption. III; under Assumption II it prefers a, 5-year
period.

Many people in the Department would like to see the United States con
veil to the 'metric systeM. The key -problem tends to resolVe into a. choice

-.between continued general use of the customary system or complete cons
sion to the SI. metric system. Extendinu metric.. usage to additional areas of
activity generally means dual dimensioning; i.e., use of the n;tritThS.-stemin
additiOn to rather than hilieti of the customary system. Thadoes not seem
feasible because advantages of the metric system may be more than.offset by
the disadViintages of dual dimensioning owing to the added costsand cOnfu
sion .of being involved in two systems. In the long run, however, agriculture
has as much or more to gain than many Other sectors froM nationwide Con-
'version to the metric,system.

Agriculture,' sienerally. would definitely benefit in the long run from
universal adoption of the metric system. For example, there is much oppor-

3 These are: Agricultural Research Service: Agricultural Stabilization and Conservation Ser-
vice: Cooperative State Research Service: Foreign Development .and Trade. Division. and
Farm Production Ecimomic Division of the ECOnomic Research Service: Administration. Pro-
grams and Legislative Report. and Research in the Forest Service: Soil Conservation Service:
Statis.tical Reporting Sirvice: Extension Service: and Ptickers and Stockyards Administration./
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tunny' for improvement in marketing efficiency. Numerous conversions from
one unit of measure to another are a matter of everydny pnictice. Agricul
tural products leaving the farm are. sold .by pound. tudlon. bushcl..or con-
miners ,of innumerable shapes and sizes. Even a given measurement
bushel for example. has manifokl meaning with In a commodity, as well as
among' commodities. Thus :the numerous types 'Of measurement eneorn
passed in agriculture leave much to be desired.

The. USDA belieVes'much improvement in efficiency through simplifica-.
tion of relationships amongunits.is potentially possible within the'custorpary
syStem., But the disniption among those involved would be of such mag-
nitude as to suggest direct conversion to the metric system rather than mak-
ing .majOr inxprovements;.lifiiii-the customary system and litter convening
to metric, ..assuming that adoption of the metric system is. in the offing.
NIonfover, perhaps much of the'needed reform to achieve unproved effiCien-,
cy, understanding; and communication in marketing could he more readily
accomplished in the process of converting to ttie metric system than in
major overhaul of the customary system.'

As zigriculture has much to gain, USDA support can be counted on if -go
ing metric- becomes a national goal. In that event the Department recom-
mends that the conversion be made as quickly as possible after thorough
planning and preparation h7is taken place: The USDA is in accord with the
distinction being Made between Measurement units and engineering stan-
dards. Any concerted action to convert should focus.on getting the metric
language and instruments into uselwithiri- is short a transition period as 71.
possible - hopefully '2 or 3 years after pkins and provisions for the change
have been fully developed. AdoptiOn 'of iinifiirm or new standards. (sizes)
could be.goerned by obsolescence and other economic ftictors and follow
Without the necessity of a totally coordinated effort with an imposed time
schedUle.

Impacts on Consumer Affairs
Present Metric Jiang(' The metric system is used in, less than one

quarter of tilt activities in consumer affairs. The Depanment ofgriculture
-.respondents ,do not feel that there is any significant trend toward metric

iisage in consumer affairs.,
The. impact of the increasing worldwide and dOmestic use of aft metric

system to .the present time' has been triiaLlIMported packaged products.
for example, are generally labelled in 'familiar units of weight or volume. .

Many Show dual measurements.
Future Impacts of Metrication. ASsuming no concerted national :action

toward increasing metric usage, the Department of Agriculture believes that
there would be little effect on people as consumers of food and fiber
products from domestic.and foreign' origins.. There would also be negligible
imPact on the ability of the Department of Agriculture to.perform its.mission
with respect to consumer affairs due to the increasing worldwide and
domestic use of the metric system.

See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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The reSpondents believe that the question is either continued use of the
customary systeni or complete conversion to the metricsystem. They see no

'advantage to a national program to/increase metric usage in the consumer
area assuming increased use mesons seleetive use rather than complete con
version.

If the U.S. .makeS a decision to convert, the OSI)A respondents believe
that much time and effort should be spent.on the development of plans that
would enable conversion to metric usage in units and standards in as short a
period its possible.. Hopefully such conversion should take place in less than
5 years after lull preparation has taken plaice. Adoption of metric engineering
standards need not occur for all items in a specified period .01 time Raither;'.
the rate of progress toward use of metric standards would be governed by.
obSolescence and. other economic factors and demand tbr change as and
idler, metric language comes into general use.

The problem of being an intelligent consumer is bjcoming increasingly dif-
ficult with the prolifenition of goods and services. After transition, communi-
cation and calculation would be more efficient and less costly and there
would be'less:.opponunity for deception: regarding pricing and container
sizes. Mental Calculation deeded to compare prices of products in different
package sizes (e.g., weights in pounds and dances) iCii-frustrating.exercise.
Personsof low intellectual ability might have the most difficulty of transition
to the metric system, but in thlong run, benefits to them might be relatively
greater because the arithmetic is simpler. Any plans for conversion should,
include ;special provisions !during the transitiodperiod for protecting the
'equity parties involved in transactions and for handling a larger than
average number of court cases.

The Department of Agriculture respondents say "perhaps there is more to
gain from standardization of sizes or units than from adoption of metric mea-
suremeni units."

The price of food to consumers and marketing costs would be two numeri-
cal indicators which could be used as measides.of the impact of metrication
on the consumer iitTairs area.

The Department of Agrieulture respondents say that the adoption of met
ric measurement units (and/or standards) would iMprove the Department's
effectivenesswithin consuMer affairs, but the amount is not clearly discerni=
ble. 'Che respondent's. believe, however, that in the long run; consumers
would benefit considerably.;

What Action Should Be Taken? The Department of Agriculture respon7
dents suggest that the Government. should help facilitate:. peoples. un-
derstanding of the metric system and its various applications. The Govern-
ment should conduct formal studies of the costs and benefits of a complete
changeover to the metric system.

Irnpacts of Metrication on Food and Fiber .

Production

The ,Department regards the impact of metricationon the small farms with
little Mechanization and some small agri-businesses its about the same as for
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consumers. the' difference being primarily a matter of degree rather, than
kind. Hence, (he imPitct of metrication on food and fiber production is Con-

.Sidered primarily With reference to heavily mechitnized.fitrms. agricultund
service establishments. hitndlerS' aunt processors of food and 'fiber. together
with designers iind manufacturers of agricultural.and forestry inputs = farm
equiOnent processing equipment. agricultural chenticals ; etc.

l'resent Metric LI Spge. The .metric system is Ike(' in less than one-
quarter of all activities within the food and fiber area as defined above..
There is a progressively. greitter use especially in foreign ..trade Matters.
Up to the present- time, the impact of the increasing worldwide and
domestic use of the metric system, hits had trivin; impact on the food and
fiber industry. In some areas, however. the impact might he classified as

. negligibk or moderate.
Future Impacts of. Metrcation. The USDA respondents believe that

there would be very link, if any. change during the next decittle or two if no
concerted national action concerning metrication is undertaken. Also, there
would be very little, if tiny, impact on the ability of the Depitrtment of
Agriculture to perform its mission with respect to the food iindliber indus;.
try. The impacts on its ability to perform its mission according to the intensi

.

ty scale would he trivial.
The Department ofAgriculture provides little response concerning the et.-

fects on the food and fiber industry or a nationally] planned program to in-.

crease the use of the metric system. Costs of metrication would be reflected
in prices of farm supplies, in the cost' of performing custom services for far-.
mers and more generally, in the costs of rztrni produCtion. However, the cost
or savings from metrication would not be separable, front the effects ormher
fitctorS. The Department believes, in the long run, that adoption of the met-

ric system would improve its etTectiveness in performing its mission but the

deg of.improyeMent is not Clear.
What /lc tion Should Be Taken? The Department of Agriculture sitys that

it does not have a sufficient information baSe to make a sound recommendit
lion on What action, if any. the United States should take withrespect to the
increasing worldwide and domestic, use of the metric system. While univer-
sal adoption of the metric sYstem would bring long -range benefits, it is not
clear that inthe farth and related seementsof the'food andfiber industry. the

net benefit would be sufficient to push for metrication limited to this sector.

Impacts on Environmental Pollution Control '

Present Metric Usage. At the present time the metric system is used
in less than one-fourth of all activities within the'environmentid pollution:
control: field in the United States. The use varies with dikciPlines...In some
areas, 'the use may be greater than 25 percent, according to the Environ-
mental Quality Executive Committee of the Department of Agriculture.

The Committee saYs that there is a trend toward increasing metric usage
in environmental pollution control. In nearly all ieehrucal.papers, the metric
system iti used Professional journals have beCome more insistent that data
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he reported in metric units. Improved .international cooperation and tin-
. derstanding :Intone' engineers. and scientists has been evolving. Water quality.

, .

is increasingly being measured in term, of the metric systent.::,-
Up to the present time the impact on the environmental pollution control

field of the increasing worldide and domestic usool.the metric sYstem has
been trit.ialon the intensityVcale. Sonic impzicts have been in the moderwe

w.category, hoeve:r. There haVe been. some chtingesin measuring devices.
.1. he professional staffs have had to become more adept at making conver-
sions between customary and: metric unit's. Soil surveys . re tit* published'
in dila! langutigeS. '

ou(' impoc-rs (If itietricatin. If there is no concerted na tonal action to ,

increase metric usage, the Committee Says that there.will be :tdilal costs and
difficulties resulting from being'inereasingly involved in haVing to work in
terms of both systems. The're will be.a general delay in nutkitigfull use of the

. .

metric system. , .' .

1*I-he ithpact of the increasing use of metric outside of USDA, assuming
that there will be no concertednational action. will.he increasing difficulties
for the Department in performing its .mission. There, will be incriasing dif-
fieulty in communication and increased costs of having two systems until a
total changetiver is accomplished. These impacts will be tririalon the clas-
Sification scale. .

.

If.there is a nationally planned program to increase the use of the metric
system. the Committee says that increased use would mean greater involVe-
ment With two systemS, and as a result, added cost and,conimunications dif-'
ficulties. ApParently. these difficulties can be aVoided only by complete con-
..'version,,

If there is a changeoVer. it should be made as quickly as possible. after a
thorough.development of plans and provisions.. Except for some equiPment..
replacement.' the actual transition period should be less than 5 years. the
ComMittee believes.. The continuing :cost of a dual system would

.

overshadow the costs of quick training and change..
The Committee doe not knOw of any numerical indicators which could he

used as measures of impact of metrication on the environmental pollution
control field.. However. the Committee says that use of theMetric system
would result in ureater international use of American standards for soiland
water conservation practiCes and greater American use of other eountries
technology.. ,

Adoption of metric measurement units (and/or standards) would improve
the Departmenes.effeCtiveness in performing its mission with respect to the
environmental pollution control field. There would be greater uniforMity of
construction materials..Ifi areas of Chemical osal:te. errors in preParation of

'N. ilutions would be minimized. Automatic data proCessing would be
facliltted. Communications hetween scientists and engineers would be
enhanet* International cooperation would be strengthened. losts and er-
rors would'bcless as theie,..would be only one measurement .

?
stem to deal

with'. If complete converSion is made.. domestic operations it der the metric..
system Would be more-efficieni..
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What Action Should Be Taken? The Committee 'thinks that the metric
system should be adopted. The United States should establish specific target
dates. develop training programs and conversion schedules.'and provide
technical assistance to industry and specialized groUps. In cases where costs
are exceedingly high due to unique technical complexities. perhaps tax ad-
jusunents could be used to expedite change.

Impacts of Metrication on International Affairs
Present.MCtricUsaii;..The Department 'of 'Agriculture's responsibility in

.

international affairS includes: collection; compilation, analysis, and. publica-
tion of statistics on world produCtion. imports, experts. and consumption or
agricultural products by countries: maintaining and eXpanding 'agricultural

. experts:. and proviSion of technical assistance in agricultural development.
The USDA respondents say, that in thdinterriational..affairs areas, a dual

system used .so that betWeen one- quarter and three-quarterSTof all activi-
ties.'are in metric. There is a trend toward increasing use. of the metric
system: As international metric usage trends upward and international trade
grows; there is more US:usage of,metric` Units.' thereby increasing involve-
ment in dual dimensioning. More and more statistics showing international..
comparisons .and world or regional totals arc being published using metric
units. Foreign marketsnd consumers are important to:y.0S. agriculture.

Up." to..the preSent. time the impact On USDA's international affairs
responsibilities Of the increasing worldwide and domestic' Metric usage has
beentriria/ on the classification scale. U.S. exporters need to convert quota-..
lions and to keep figures on a dual basis. There is more relabeling or dual
labeling of exported and imported products. There has-been little change in
trading practices.

Future Impacts of Metrication. If there is no planned national action. the
USDA respondents believe that there will be a slow rate plincrease in met-

,
ric usage in the United States. Greater volumes of international trade and-in-
creasing worldwide use of the metric system.will simplify' thesbibblems of
conversion, negotiation, recordkeeping, and meeting standards. This sug-
gests a gradual intensification of difficulties for the Department itrperfOrrar-,
ing its mission. However, the intensity of impact is mostly classed in the
trivial category.

The respondents were asked what would be the effects on the.USDA's in-
ternational affairs responsibilities of a nationally planned prograM to in-
crease the use of the metric system. The DeOartment feels that a 10-year
period would be much too long, with regard to international affairs, because
it would prolong the agony of a dual syitem with all of its problems. The op-
limum period would be I or 2 years since this period would lead. to a
cheaper, more effective 'changeover with fewer problems and more benefits
than the 10-year transition period Would..

The respondents are not aware of any good numerical indicators, which
could be used as measures of the impact of metrication on their international
affairs responsibilities. In some cases, changes in export statistics on
specified commodities and packaging might be partial indiCators. There.have
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been instances wherea U.S. product was unacceptable to a foreign country
because it was. for example. pzickaged in customary-sized rather than
metric-sized packages.

::Adoption of metric measurement unitVand/or standards), would improve
the. Department'S effectiveness within its international . affairs
responsibilities. Adoption would all w all

measures,
U.S. traders. shippers.. etc..to

discontinue use of ciistomary weightT and and go entirely to, the
metric system. There would consequently be lower costs and fewer error.

What Action.Shoufd Be Taken ? The.. respondents believe that the U.S.
Goyernment should initiate action to convert and lead the country. They be-
lieve that industry would readily follow, especially with regard to bulk nica-
surements. To facilitate-comparisons and bargaining with other countries.
U.S. specific import tariff rates and import quotas (copra. sugar, meat; etc
should be expressed in metric units:



APPENDIX 1

DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE

Department of Commerce Liaison Re resentative:

Paul T. O'Day, Executive Assistant to Ole Secretary

The mission of the Department 'of -Commerce is to-,promote the full
developMent of the economic: and technological resources -of the United
StateS. It does this through programs and actions which encourage.and assist
StateS regions, communities. industries, and firms toward a gnomic

.

progresS. Specific programis carried out include the collection. analysis:1T!
, ,

dissemination of demOgraphic. economic, businesS,.scientific. and environ\
mental information: the - promotion of exports and increased travel to the
U.S.: and the proyisiOn of financial and technical assistance.to regiOnsnd
communities with lagging economies.

'Other important functions. include 'proMoting policies' for strengthening
the international economic position of the U.S. and the healthy growth of the
private economy; providing incentives for private commercial investment in
new technology: assuring' maximum use growth, and. tranSfer of the Na
tion's scientific and technical resources: foSterine development of the 'Amer-
ican Merchant Marine: and coordinating Federal programs in the field of
minority business enterprise.

Commerce also administers the national patent and traderriark systems.
provides weather and other environmental services. exercises controls over
the export of strategic materials. and carries'out materials priorities and in-
dustrial mobilization programs. A further important aspect of the mission is
the conduct of scientific research and services in physical measurement stan-
ditrds, in engineering,' product and commodity standards. .in extending
knowledge of the oceans, earth, and atmosphere. and in advancing selected
fields of technology. -;

Following are subchapters which discuss the impacts: of metrication on the
following organizations within the Department of Commerce:

I. Entironmental Science Services Administration
2. Bureau of international CommerCe
3. Maritithe Administration
4. PatentOffice-
5. National Bureau of Standards.
6. U.S. Travel Service.
7. Office of Product Standards
8. Office of Telecommunications
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ENVIRONMENTAL SCIENCE SERVICES
ADMINISTRATION (ESSA)'

Liaison Representative:

Morton J.. Rubin, C let Office of Special Studies

RespondentsIntro! Operations:

I. Environm(ntail Data Service
2. Weat ,e(Bilreati
3. Naji6mtl Environmental Satellite Center
4. R6search I.liboratories

Coasiand Geodetic Survey

Respondents Science and Technology Aiea of National
Responsibility:

I. Administrator. Environmental Science Services Administration
2. Chief. Office or Spe.cial Studies

Respondents - Environmental Pollution Control Asrea of National
Responsibility:

I. AdMinistrator. Environmental SCience Services Administration
2. Chief. Office of Specifil Studies

I. Mission of the EnvironinentalScience Services Administration (ESSA):'
:7rhe mission of ESSA is to describe, understand, and predict the state of the
oceans, the state of the lowerand upper atmosphere. and the sin and .shape
of the earth, in order to further the safety and welfare of the public.thprove
the Nation's economy, and assist those Federal delpartments concerned with
the national defense, the exploration of outer space. andthemanagement of
natural resources.

2.. Eitent of Metric Usage in the Environmental Science Services Adminis-
tration (ESSA). Currently, metric units of measurement are used by all five
ESSA respondents; three respondents use metric engineering standards:.

The Environmental Data Service uses metric units in its physicakcience
activities and in its applications of foreign data.

The Weather Bureau uses metric units in its meteorological activities
(equipment development. weather analysis and forecaSting, international
standards for facsimile. observations and data, meteorological measure-

.

I Some complications have arisen. since the undertaking of this Study. The name "Enviroll-
mental.Science ServiceS Ad ministration7 (ESSA) has-been .dropped:entirely and.its activities.
among others. have been included in the newly-formed National Oceanicand Atmospheric Ad-
ministration (NOAA) within the OePartment of Commerce. NOAA includes'ESSA. most of
the Bureau of COTinercial Fisheries from the Department of the Interior. the National Oceano-
graphic Data Center (Navy). the Natiomil Oceanographic Instrumentation Center (Navy). and
several other units of the E!iecutive Branch. The information for this report (and for the report
on the Department of the I tuerioi) was obtained before the formation of NOAA.
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ments. air pollution meteorology. air analyses, and evaporation data); metric .

engineering standards are 'used in measuring solar winds aloft, solar radii'-
. lion. temperature. and aitmospherii: 'condit ions..

The National Environmental SatelliteCenter uses metric units in satellite
command .and control operations. in many meteorological variables; and in
specifications of instrument performance; Metric: engineering standards' tu'c
used in specifications for environmental testing of instruments and in certain
meteorological lictivities.

The Coast and Geodetic Survey uses me.tric. units in all earth 'science
disciplines. . .

The Research Laboratories of ESSA use metric units, in nearly all their
scientific measurements and in certain scientific journals: metric engineering'
standards are used in chemical analYses;

All.five ESSA .resPondents: mention specific adviintages of their. current
metric usage: International cooperation, use of the metric system by scien-
tific activities. and operational:improvement are the most frequently.men
tioned advantageS. Three rkspondents (the Environme.ntal Datii Service. the
Weather I3ureau. and the Research Laboratories) mention disadvantages:
The need to convert historical data and minor awkwardness resulting from
the use of two measurement systems ,within ESSA are the most frequently
mentioned disadVantages.: The National Environmental Satellite Center and
the Research Laboratories judge the advantages of their current metric
usage to outweigh the disadvantages. The Environmental Data Service can-
not use the metric system advantageously in its engineering Work. The .

Weather Bureau experiences some confusion which arises from the needto
relate two measurement systems continuously.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption D. Under this: assumption; two ESSA respondents anticipate in
creased use of metric units and engineering ,standards; one respondent an-
ticipates increased use of metric units: one respondent (Environinental Data
Service) anticipates no changes in its use of metric units or engineering Stan-
dards: and one respondent (Research Laboratories) is anable 1 to make an
estimate.

The Weather Bureau foresees a gradual increase in its use of metric units
and engineering standards. The National Environmental Satellite Center.

. . .

plans to change its remaining non-metric usages as rapidly as permitted by
the parties with whom the Center interfaces this transition is expected to be ,
very slow). The Coast and Geodetic Survey plans to express tidal and nauti-
cal chart data in . metric units.: These changes toward metrication will be
broUght about by a-desire to improve quality or performance, changes made,.
by ESSA's suppliers. increasingdomestic and international use of the metric
system, and efforts to realize savings of time and dollars. .

ESSA'S annual added internal! costs (some of these costs are "one-time
only costs" to modify eqUipment) and savings are both expected to be less
than I percent as a result of these changes. .Cost increases for the Weather
Bureau will result from revisionof manuals, error corrections: and conver-
sion of a large amount .oft specialized engineering hardware. The National
Environmental Satellite Center expects slight prograinmingicosts for the
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conversion of automatic data processing routines, but the Center thinks
these will be outweighed by savings. resulting from increased convenience.
The Coast and Geodetic Survey. anticipates costs. for the conversion of
equipment and dada banks. .

Only the Weather Iliireau foresees problems of transitilon.'These include
resistance to change by personnel ,..revision of manuals. personnel retraining.
interfacing compatibility of equiPment, aintinnumication with the general

If no changes toward metrication are madby ESSA. three respondents
(the Environmental, Data Service. the Weather Bureau. and the Research
Laboratories) anticipate_problems -because of the increasing metric usage
outside ESSA. The most frequently mentioned pl-oblems are dual dimen
sioning. training, waste. and international cooperatio6,

4. Anticipated ImPact Under a Nationally Coordinated tog to Increase
Use of Meteic Units (Assumption II). Under this assumptienESSA expe.s,cts
a less than 1 percent increase in its internal costs during the transition
period. Cosh during the transition are- estimated to total approximately
$570.000 annually.

The Environmental Data Service- anticipates annual cost increases of
$40.000 for data handling. The Weather Bureau anticipates increased annual
costs of approximately $9.000 for weather forecasts, warnings, and analysis:
costs, foe conversion of the Weather Builatis publications are expected, to
total- $20.000 annually. The National Environmental Satellite Center ex-
pects very small 'added costs and internal savings. The. Coast and Geodetic
Survey anticipates annual added costs of $500.000 for conversion of its
marine charting activities. The Research Laboratories expect no changes in
their internal savings or added costs.

During the post-transition period. ESSA anticipates a less than I percent
increase in its annual internal costs.

The Environmental Data Service expects 'an annual cost increase of
$130.000 for data handling. The Weather Bureau anticipates a less than 1.per-
cent increase in its annual costs. The National EnvicOnmental Satellite
Center and the Coast and Geodetic Survey anticipate a less than I percent
internal savings or added costs. The Research Laboratories expect no
changes in their internal savings or added costs.

.'All five ESSA respondents mention specific long-term advantages which
would result from the adoption of metric units of measurement: tworespon-
dents '(ihe Environmental Data Service and the Weather Bureau) mention a

disadvantage. Improvement of international' communications and opera-
tional improvement ne,the most frequently mentioned advantages. Cost in-
crease, is the only disad6ntage mentioned.

To implement a transition to metric units of measurement. the Environ-
mental Data Service would have to redesign computer punched cards, com-
puter programs, publication formals. and indexes to archives. The VA.ather
Bureau would have to train personnel in metric usage and revise lists, tables,
and publications. The remaining three respondents (the National Environ-
mental Satellite Center. the Coast and Geodetic Survey. and the Research



Laboratories) would have to do nothing beyond taking appropriate adminis-
.

trattive action..
If there were a planned nationall effort to adopt metric units of measure-

ment. two respondents foresee problems of transition. The Environmental!
Dana Service notes than certifiCation of weather records in metric from ob-
servations taken under the. English sYstem would introduce Conversion er-
rors in court documents. The Service also expects problems in the education
and training of cooperative observers drawn from the general public. The
Weather Bureau anticipates problems in operations.Maintenance and equip-
ment. education and training of personnel, coordination with FAA.require-
ments. and in dual logistics support., would alsoshave to be
redesigned. .

S. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Nietric Units of Measure-
ment (AssumPtion III). Under thisatssumption. ESSA expects a ! to 5 per-
cent increase in its annuall costs during the transition period. Costs during
the transition are estimated to total, approximately $730.000 annually or
about $160.000 more than the total under the prior assumption.

The EnVironmenial Data Service anticipates annuall cost increases (in ad-
dition to those cited under Assumption II) of '$30.000 for applications of
data and $1.000 for conversion of dattat processing equipment: The Weather
Bureau anticirates an annual cost increase (in addition to thatt cited under
Msumption II) of approximately. $125.000 ($5.000-for weather forecaists. ---,;
warnings, and analysis: $15.000 for weather publications: $100,000 for en- ...-:-.1:7:--.-
gineering: and $5.000 for hydrology).

total approximately $38.000 annually. _____<-----------

During the post-tratnsition period. ESSA expects at less than 1 pecgrty.finr--'''
crease in its costs. Costs during the post7tramsition period areie-iri&ted tit

.,....--..The Environmental Data Service:iinticipattes annual added costs of
$13.000 ($3,000 for equipmerit: and $10.000 for application of data). The
Weather Bureau expects a $25.000 increase in its annual costs for its engi-
neering activities. The National Environmental Satellite Center expects a
less than I percent internal savings or added cost. The Coast and Geodetic
Survey and the Research Laboratories foresee no changes in their_internal
savings or added costs. ____-------

...

Advantages,and disadvantages of metrication under:this assiimptiOn are
essentially the same as those under Assumption II. StePi'for the implemen-
tation of the metric system are also essentially the same as those under As-
sumption II with the exception of the Weather Bureau, If there were a na-
tionally Coordinated program to increase use ofmetric engineering standards
as well as metric uniis of measurement. the Weather Bureau would have to
.modify a certain amount of its instruments and' engineering equipment in ad

ti ns. Consequently. during the transition period the
dition to training it personnel in metric usage and revising certain lists, to
bles, and publica
Weather Bureau would face problems in maintenance and equipment.

6. Conclusion. The. Weather Bureau. the National Environmental Satellite
Center and the Coast and Geodetic Survey recommend a nationally coor-
dinated program to increase use of metric units and engineering standards.
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........

For the Weather Bureau. the greatest advantage of metrication lies in the
ilia that after the transition the Bureau ,ould be in concert with the interna-
tional community and would, therefore.'-be in better position to cooperate
with them. The Environmental Diita Service does'not recommend ii national.

..program.pimetrication since the decimal ildvtintage ri-ifires.ented.hy the met
ric systern'rnearis little in computer' iictivities. The ResC;arch I.ohoratories --

Make no recommendations since they iiiready use metric units extensively
in their work and are only minimally involved with engineering standards..

The consensus of ESSA subdivisions Iiivors a I Olyerii= transition period for
metrication...However. a transition period of S ye ns would he satisfactory
for -siime ESSA activities satelfitnervations) which currently
produce soine data in 'metric units.

Impacts of Metrication on
Technology

Pr'esent Alen*. ESSA 'm
over three-quarters of ail`
quarter and

S. Sciences and.

at the metric system is used in
les in U.S. science and in between, one-

rterS of all activities in U.S. iechnology, ESSA 'oh-
U.S. technology is gradually'lidopting the metric units which

lave been used by U.S.- science for yeitrs. Increasing domestic and interno;
tional use of the metric system is estimated by ESSA to have had ii. .

impact on U.S. science itild impact on U.S.,technologY.-
Metric units have long been used in most areas or science while.teehnologi7
cal areas have hod to adOpt new Scales on equipment 'as ,a .result of increasing
ro.-trication. . .

.'uture Impacts (Y. Metrication. Assuming no concerted tuitional action to
promote increased use of the metric system. ESSA estimates that increasing
domestic and international use of the metric system should have no effect on
U.S. scientific activities. In the iirea of technology t he 'ell'ect will be the per-
petuation of the. present inconvenience of having to maintain "dual" mea-
surement systems.

If there were a nationally planned. program to increase use of metric
system over a 10-year period. ESSA estimates that U.S. science would.be
unaffected since it has already suhstantially adopted metric units. Communi

between science and technology should be improved. Since a single
set of units would be advantageous for U.S. technology in the long run, a na-
tionally planned program of metrication would appear to have an advantage
over the present evolutionary trend toward metric units,which often requires.
use of two systems of units.

ESSA estimates that increasing domestic and international use of the met-
ric system has had a slightly favorable impact on its ability to perform its
mission with respect to U.S. science and technology. Adoption of the metric
system should slightly improve ESSA's effectiveness within U.S. science
and technology in the long run. ESSA's effectiveness within U.S. technology,
might be slightly reduced during the transition period..

2 See "Classification of Intensities of Impact scale on p. 79. -

sery
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..---u--What Ai flon Should Be ,Taken? ESSAMcornmend_s_a .ntitionally -coor-
dinated program to convert to the metric cyst rn.

Impacts of---Metrication on Environmental Pollution
Control

Present Metric Usage. The metric systenr iS tiSed in betweenOne:quarter
and three-quarters of all. work activities. in the environmental pollution con
trol field with which ESSA is concerned.There doeS not appear tObe a trend
toward greater, metric usage.

Thus far, the impact.on ESSA's pollution control responsibilities htts, been
trivial. Hydrologic forecasts have used,cuslornary units to a lage_extent. To
Meet the needs of some users, some data has been. provided in tlual
units- customary and metric. Tide predictions have been given in ettstonitt

.

1-9 and metrieunitS.
Future Intliacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national'action to

:increase the Use of the metric system in the. United States, the present incon-
veniences of a dual system will continue.

On the other . hand,a concerted .national effort to increase metric usage
would eliMinate the present unsatisfactory dual .System of units. Even
though there would be some difficulties during the transition period, Metrica
tion would. be advantageouS in, the long run. Instrument makers. for example,,;'
would no longer have to makeone instrument for the domestic market and
another for the foreign market. Metrication in the United States would im

. prove the ESSA in perforining its mission with respect io its en7
vironmental pollution control responsibilities. The impact on ESSA's ability.
to perforM its mission would be trivial.'

What Action Should Be Taken? ESSA believes that metrication should be
encouraged by mounting a national program to.adopt the metric system.

BUREAU OF INTERNATIONAL COMMERCE (BIC)

Liaison Representative

. M. van GesSel, Deputy Director; Bureau of International
Commerce .

Respondents International Trade Area of National
Responsibility:

1. Deputy Director, Bureau of international Commerce
2. Staff Assistant to the Director, Bureau of International

Commerce

1. Mission of the Bureau of International Commerce. The prime objective
of the BIC is to increase U.S. exports. This contributes to the Nation's
economic growth and helPs to reduce the deficit in the U.S. balance of pay-
ments. To carry out this objective, BIC: (1) provides services and informa-
tion for Ameridan businessmen to help them trade abroad; (2) operates over-
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seas trade centers, sends trade missions abroad stages commercial cxhibi
tions at international trade fairs-rand provides other marketing services to
promote the, sale of U.S. goods abroad: (1) works with other Governmental
agencies and international organizations to improve conditions for intern&
tional trade and investment; (4) presents the views of traders and investors
in governmental councils: and works out Policies and procedures to make
doing businesk abroad simpler and more profitable.

The. .BIC also "administers the Export Administration Act to prevent the
export of strategic and other. U.S. materials because of national security,
foreign pOlicy, and short 'supply. In addition, the BIC administers the China
Trade Act:to promote U.S. exports to Hong Kong and Taiwan.

on InternationalImpacts of Metrication

Pri,simi Metric Usage. The BIC estimates that the metric system. is used
. . .

in less than one-qUarter.of U.S. international trade activities. Metric usage
in international trade is jneriasing: More nation's (e.g.. Britain, Australia) are
converting to the metric system. Metric units are increasingly used in the
establishment of international standards which. affect international trade.
Thus far,' the BIC estimates; that this increasing 'domestic and international
use of the metric system h1 had it trivial" impact on the Nation's interna-
tional trade activities. The Bk notes that the. U.S. is usually able to provide
evquiprnenf which is compatible with the metric system when)this is required
as a condition for saleS: on the .inher hand, countries wishing to sell on the
U.S. market are usually ablto, prOvide non-metric equipment when neces-
sary. Conseqiiently.'the impel of:increased metrication on U.S.. trade has r,

been slight.
Future Impacts. al Metrication. BIC estimates t .it the competitive pOsi-

tion of the U.S. in world trade would probably su er if the rest of the world
increased its use of the metric system while th .S. made no national effort
to do so. This result would stem from a line in markets for non.-metric
goods and from increased competillarrtrom metric system nations for mar-
kets in metric system countries.

A national program to increase use of the metric system over a I0 -year
period would probably not .have a significant net impact on U.S. trade. The
BIC thinks such a program would tend to favor the use of metric equipMent
on new capital investments and might thereby generate increased imports on
this type of equipment until domestic production of Metric' equipment
catches tip.'On the other hand, individual exporters could be expected to

...continue their exports of,non7metric goods for as long as they could *do so.
The U.S. is able to export non - metric goods. now and BIC estimates. that a
10 -year transition period would, in mostcases. allow the conversion process
to occur by the replacement of obsolete production equipment with new
equipment to produce metric goods and would allow individual firms to ef-
fect the change in response to their competitive situation in the world. In the
long run, the program would' probably enhance the competitive position of
the U.S. in world trade.

Trade

3 Sec *Classification of Intensities of Impact on scale on p. 79.
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The optimum period for the transition would depend. on the average
depreciation period' of production equipment for. exports. Since-the-a$pOrts
most affected by the-change would be machine tools. 13IC believes that the
optimum period would probably be between' 10. to:20 years. the ayerdge
depreciation period for mathine tools. 'The longer 'period would probablybe
desintble. since it would give individual.ekporting firrpg greater flexibility.
Since the expOrting firm would respond to the program in terms of its in-
dividual situation (i.e.. prodttctive life of its equipMent and competitive prey
stres abroad), .. there s no single optimum period.. liowever, the longer the
transition period, the smaller the immiTalitte impact on imports would be.'

Tilt 'effects of convecting to the metric system would be reflected in the
balance of trade accounts, but the BIC notes that these would tend:to cancel
eztch .other and would be Obscured by.sother factors operating On the., ae-
eounts. Thus.. the BIC finds it nearly impossible to quantify the impitct ut
metrication tccurately.

Fhb BIC estimates that increasing domestic and international use of the
metric System has had a trivial impact on its ability to perform its mission.
the promotion of U.S.exports..The BIC believes thavadoption of the metric
systern would' improve its effectiveness in PrOmoting U.S.exports since
such a transition would facilitate U.S. penetration Of foreign markets by
bringing U.S: measurement systems into lint with the rest of the world It is
not possible. for the BIC to accdrzttely quantify the 'effect. but due to other'
factor's affecting the eXpansion of U.S: .expbrts...the effect would probably
not be very significant.

What A caw: Should Be Taken? The BIC. recommends that the United.
States support a national plan to convert to the metric sjrstem. There ,Might
be.Some 'adverse effects on the .U.S. balance of trade in the short'run. but in
the long run such a change would be beneficial. . .

MARITIME ADMINISTRATION. (MARAD)

Liaison Representative:

Paul E. Speicher, Jr., Office of Ship Construction

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Office of Administrative Services.
2. Office of Data Systems

Office-of Research and Development
4. Office of Ship Construction
5. Office of Ship Operations
6. Division of Ports..0ffice of Ports and I ntertnodaf Systems
7. Division,, of Transport Systems. Office of Ports and

I ntermodal Systems
8. Office of the Assistant Administrator for Maritime Aid,
9. Office of Policy and Plans

421-813 0 - 71 - 111

A
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RespondentsFederal 'Assistance to the Merchant Marine Area of
National Responsibility:

I. Administrator: MaritimelAdministratitM
2. Assistant Administrator for.Operations
3. Chief: Office of Ship Operzitions
4:Chief. Office of Ports-lind lotermodal Systems.
.5. ,Deputy.Chief..Office of Ship Construction

1. Mission of.the Maritime Administration. The Nlaritime Administration
administers program's .by the Merchant MarindAct. 1936. as.

and: related. shiPping statutes to aid in. the development, promo-
tion.. and .operation of the U.S. merchant marine. so that it will be (a)
adequate to carry the .Nation's domestic waterborne. commerce and a-sol?

.stantial portion of its foreign commerce during peacetime.; ;(b) capable of
..serving as a naval and military auxiliziry in time ofwar oringtiontil emergen-

cy; (c) owned and,Operated.under U.S. flag by citizens of the United Stntes.
so far as may be pnicticable; and (d) composed of the best equipped, safest,
and most Xuitable types of ships manned by trained andefficient citizenper-
sonnel. . .

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage in MARAD. Currently. metric units and
engineering standards are used by - three of thenine responding groups in
MARA D. The Office of Research and Development uses metric units in the
areas of nuclear reactor engineering. electricity, and illitmination; metric en-.
gineering standards aroused in radiattion and electrical work. The Office of
Ship Construction uses metric units and engineering standards in .marine
electrical and electronic engineering,' evaluation of foreign ship'components,
and, formulation of international rules.for shipS..The Division of :Transport
SyStems in the Office of Ports and I ntermodal Systems uses metric units and
engineering standards in the design and construction of intermodal con-
tainers and container handling equipment. Facilitated international coopera-
tion, use of SI by related scientific activities, and the increased capability of
evaluating foreign competition are the reasons for metric usage. Lack of
familiarization with the metric system on the behalf of some personnel is the
most frequently mentioned disadvantage otcurrent metric usage.

3. Anticipated Changes . if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption 1): Two of the nine MARAD respondents anticipate increased
use of metric units and engineering standards under this assumption. Both
respondents of the Office of Ports and I ntermodal Systems (the Division of
Ports and the Division of Transport Systems) anticipate increased metric
usage due to international' agreements and increasing international metric
usage. Changes in added costs or.saviii.gs due to increased metric usage are
expected to be minimal. Orientation of Personnel in metric usage is the only
problem of transition anticipated. , .

`right of the nine MARAD respofidents anticipate problems if they do not
make changes toward mefrication. The most common nnticipated problems
are increased conversions, hindered international cooperation, and in-
creased interfacing caused by the increasing worldwide metric usage.
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4. Anticipated. Impact Under a Nationally-Planned Program to IlicreaSe Use
of Metric Nleasurentent Units (Assumption 110,..Under this assummion. three
MARA D respondents anticipate increased cosh during the transition period
and six respondents anticipate no, changes in their internal costs.duringthe
transition period..The Office of Ship. ConstruCtion, the Office of. Ship Opera
lions, and the Office of 'Administrative Services expect a very small (less.
than '1 percent) increase in their annual added costs during the transition
period. The Office of Ship ConstrUctianeStimates that this would amount to
annuaPaddedcoSts of 53..000 in the :treat of engineering datatictiyities. The
Office of Ship Operations expects an annualcost increase of aboilt $1.()00.
TheOffice of Administrative Services expects aii.anniil average added cost
of about 52,000: actually most of t he-total. transition cost would occur in the
first 6 monthslbr retraining of carpenters.

During the post-transition neriod.the.Offive of Ship Construction and Of-
fice of. Ship OperatiOns anticipate-:changes in their internal costs under this
assumption and'the other seven respondents anticipate no changes. in their
costs. The Office of. Ship. Construction (5300 savings-for engineering data)
and the Office Of. Ship. Operations (insignifiCantsayings) expect a less than
1percent, savings during the post-transition period.under this assumption.

Thus. MARAD anticipates a $6.000 annual added cost during transition
and an annual savings of several hundred dollars after, the tranSition.

Eight of the nine MAR Ap repondents mention long-term advantages
which wouldreSult from the adoption of metric units of Measurement: two
reSpondents cite disadvantages.: Improvement of internationalcornmunica

1. lions is the most-frequently mentioned advantage:minor cost increase is the
disadvantage mentioned..

If. there were a planned national effort to adopt metric units of measure
mem. five MARAD respondents would face problems of.transition, The im-
pact of such a transition on MARAD would be Primarily one of educating
employees to think in metric terms and converting data banks of design in-
formation to the metric system.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a-Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Units of Measure-
Inent (Assumption III). Under this assumption, the M ARAD respondents
except for the Office of Ship Operations, anticipate the same changes in their
.internal costs during the transition and posttransition periods as under the
prior assumption. The. Office of Ship Operations expects an annul increase
of $2.000 under Assumption III. The same long-term advantages and disad-
vantages are also anticipated.

If there were a planned national effort to adopt metric engineering stan-
dards as well as metric units of measurement...the conversion of ship stan-
dards and specifications could result in a moderate to substantial impact un-
less a practical approach were taken. Assuming a 25-year life for a ship,
there would inevitably be some ships whose life would span the entire 10-
year contemplated transition period. These ships should continue to be
maintained throughout their entire life span under the system in which they
were constructed.
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6. Conclusion. Overall. MARAD favors a clear and positive U.S. Govern-
.ment policy .tdward metrication with phases or stages delineated and,
scheduled over a transition period until complete conversion to SI is at
tained: MARAD thinks that conversion .to the metric system must come
eventually and the sooner a time phased change to the metric System is in-
hinted, the less expensive it will be in the long-run. As time pir.ses. the in-
creased growth of complex, technical systems makes transition mom dif-
ficult. Consequently. MARAD has no objections to adoption of'the metric
system over a 10- year period.

Five; of the nine MARAD respondents regaid a 10-year period for transi
tion to the metric system as satisfactory. Three respondents would he unaf
fected...by any transition period. The Office of Ship Operations thinks the
epgth of the transition period should be determined on a selected basis by
the life span of a ship. approximately 25 years (as noted above). This Office
notes for instance that inch-pound standards would probably he maintained
for a vessel's life regardless of the length ()fa planned phase-obi period.

'Impacts of ."MetriCation
The Merchant Marine

.. , , .
Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter

'of all Federal programs of assistance to the U.S.' Meechant Marine. The
..

Maritime Administration' notes a:Arend:toward increased metric usage in
this .area: the.Mst of the world's merchant Marine' is moving toward complete,
adoption of the metric system. To date. MARAD.estimales.thatincyeasing
dothestic and international use of the metric systeni has had a trivial.' impact
-', ft :Federal programs of assistance 'to the U.S. Merchant Marine;:.ffie need
for maintaining dualrecords has increased.

Future Minuets of Metrication. Assuming that the Federal government
takes no action to promote increased use of the metric system. MARAD

, estimates that the need to maintain dual recur& will continue and that costs
for these records will probably increase. -

In the event of a nationally. planned prOgram to increase use of the metric
system over a 10-year period. MARAD estimates that added costs of dual
recording would continue during the transitiontperiod. After the transition.
there would be some cost savings.

If the transition period for metrication were between 10 and 20 years.
MARAD estimates thatadded costs would continue- ,over a longer period of
time because of the longer, transition. After this longer transition period.
savings woukl-be the same as after the transition of 10 years..

The Maritime .AdministrationestimateS that-increasing domestic and in-
ternational use of the metric syStem has had a trivia/ impact on its ability to
carry out programs .of Federal. assistance to the U.S. Merchant Marine.
There is a need to maintain dual records'and increased metric usage has
placed MARAD at some disadvantage in verbal and written communica-
tions. The Maritime AdminiStration;thinks that adoption of !he metric

4 See -Classification of Intensities of. Impact" Litleon p. 79.
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.system would` improve its effectiVeness in administering programs of
Federal assistance to the U.S. Merchant Marine. In the long-run. such a con-
version would eliMinate the need for dual records. Technical discussion and
understanding would be facilitated. and by 'eliminating the ciinfusioncin
herent with the "feet. inches. and eighth's" 'terminology currently tiSed.in the
ship hull engineering. the'use of the metric system would simplify existing
proCedures and result in feWer errors. .

What. Action Should lieTakett?. Overall. M ARA D favors a clear and posi-
tive U.S. Government policy -toward metrication with phases or -stages
delineated and scheduled, over a transition period until coMpletecOnversion
to SI is attained.

PATENT OFFICE

Liaison Representative:

George.tlyman, Jr.., Director, Office of ExaMining and
Documentation Control

RespondentsInternal Operations:.

II. Office of Appeals. .. gislation and Trademarks'
2. Office of Research and Development.
3. Patent and Interference Examining Areas
4. Office of Administration

I. Mission of the Patent Office. The-Patient Office examines applications
for patents to ascertain it applicant's arc entitled to patients under the law.
and grants the patentswhen they are so entilled:--it publishes and dis-
seminates patented mailrer.,records the assignment of patents, maintains a
Search Center .eonsisting of U.S. patents. Tacign pattentS.-'-nnd general
reference literature for public use and supplies dopiesof patents and official
recOrds of the Patent Office.'Similar functions are performed in carrying out
the statutory provisions for the registration of trademarks.

2,--Present Metric Usage. Three of the four respondents now use the metric
system: Patient and :Interference Examining: Appeals. Legislation.. and
Trademarks: and Research and Development. Only the area of Administra
tion,indicates no present use of either metric measurement units or. metric
engineering standards. The manner in which and the. extent to which metric::
measurement units, and engineering standards'iiie used in.these areas. vary
considerably -from direct and extensive application Of the metric System ;n.
the total microfilm system) to indirect', incidental and minimal use in func-
tions that are purely menial processes. (in the examination and evaluation of
technical discloSures in patent appliCations).

Within the .Patent and interference -Examining areas, the metric system is
used in specialized hardware. such as patent file shoe- drawers and
microfilm-aperture-card search readers. -In the Administrative area. the
metric system. is used in some equipinent. supplies. forms.-and_antomattic
data processing equipment and materials. The Appeals.' Legislation and
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TrademarkS area uses metric especially for international. matters. The
Research and Development area uses metric in the total microfilm System.
ICI REPAT prograins. internationtil patent exchanges.. search readers:

definiteTelianc&:hpon any System its such. The Patent Office. as an agency.

printing of patients. and the machine. readable information arcas..
It must be noted, however, that node. of the Patent Office areas plaice any

almoSiexeltisively. uses Standardized equipmehrand supplies produced by
others. Moreover, it has.no formal responsibility nor direct funetions related
to the setting of standards. The Patent Offices' "products are primarily in
tangibles: legal proiection for inventions: and encouragegient for scientific
and economic advancement. Microfilm and paper copy are only documents- .

Lion Means and communications media for this legal proteetion. Of course.
microfilm happens to be in the "metric system" and is an important aspect of
the Office's file matintenathee,.-Howeve.r.themajor portion of Office activity.
which is centered around the examination of patent applications," is involved
with 'measurement systems only when ills necessary to make conversions
from the English systern to the metric system (9:r vice versa). These conver-
sions reqUired in order to evaluate and limpare measurements present'
in related Search reference material whi 1. includes. not only U.S. patents,
but also foreign patents as well as other n &patent literature (foreign appli-
sations. periodicals, books, microfilm. etc.),

In all Patent Office.uses of ,the metric system. regardless of, extent of
uSe, there are recognized advantages which are mainly afforded by Stan-

.dar.jization and thus' compattibility..especially, with respect to its interns
: tional cooperation programs. No significant disadvantages are identified.

. :Therefore, the extent ,Of present metric usage in the Patient Office may be
rated d for the most part-incidental. except in one specific area
(microfilm). There seems to be no detectable trend in metric usage:insofar as
the Patent Meek concerned.

3. Anticipated Changes : if There is No National Plan /: for Metrication
(Assumption I1. There is unanimous indication that the Patent: Office will
probabiy continue to function :Ss it now does with respect to`the use of mea-
surement sYsterns, i.e.., that there will be no direct attempt to metricate on
certain, problems under 'Assumption I and its predicted position thereunder.
the problems _arc relatively minor ones involVed in interfacing and dual
dimensioning.;,These problenii are ones it now faces and operates Under:
however. it is suspected that international pressures may intensify the ,Of-
rice's present concerns andactions.

4. AnticipatedImpact Under a Nationally Manned Program.to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement:Units (Assumption Ili:Generally. there is no expects
lion of internal savings or added costs resulting from this aSsumptiorr.,Only
one area. the Examining Corps. iS,itble to estimate any sayings7-and these
are of a ,very inconsequential mount labout $500.00 per year during the
transition p-Oroill: These savings would be due to the decreased need ofcon -
version-Of- measurement units while searching patient aPplicatibn disclosures.

Most all of the Patent Office areas recognize long-term advantages of met-
rication..Again.b,Owever. they are intangibles and not powerfully Substantial
advantages. Of course. the Office recognizes that wherever there ischange



or conversion to a new system t here may be certain costs, incurred: neverthe-
less, there is indication that the advantages would .outweigh the disad-
vantages by providing the Opportunityi.to.increase ility and stan-
dardization on an international level. -7

Any changes ,required in conversion would probably be minor\dhanges
volVed in education and reorientntion, not legal matters. Thus. the timing for
the conversion would be immaterial to Patent Offie internal concerns.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally,Coordinated Program to Increase

Use of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well.:as Metric Units of Mea-
surement (A'ssumption III). The imPaCts unde(this assumption areldentical..
to thOse under the prior assumption.

6. Conclusion. The Patent Office .is in favor of metrication in both Mea-

surement units and engineering standards:
The following is suggested as concerted action loward 'metrication: ( I )

adopt a uniform target date for conversion: (2) convert (in total) instructional
media at all levels: (3) conduct: public and internal awareness programs in

manufacturing, trade. and profeisional associations: (4) establish a tax incen-

tive or some otherineans of financial assistance.
In view of the unique mission of the Patent Office and. its functions. the

impact of metrication would be felt only in secondary and specific areas,
Therefore, the.Patent Office would encourage Metrication on a national level
and cooperate fully to implement the transition.. however. its concerns are

not this agency' to take an active_ position of leader-

ship toward Metrication.

NATIONAL BUREAU OF STANDARDS (NBS)

Liaison Representative:
-

Chester H. Page, Chief, Electricity Division

Respondents -- Internal Operations:

A. Institute for Materials Research

I. Director's Office, Institute for Materialsitesearch
. 2. Physical Chemistry Division

3. Polymers Division
4. Inorganic Materials Division,
'5. Analytical Chemistry:Division :

6. Office of Standard Reference Materials
7. MetallUrgy Division:

B. Office of the Associate Director for Information Programs

L. 9ffice of Standard Reference Data
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C. Institute for Applied Technology

I. Office of Weights and Measures
2: Office of. Engineering Standar& Services
3. Building Research Division
4. Electronic. Technology Qivision
5. Product Evaluation DiVision

1). Center for Radkition Research.

I. Applied Radiation DivOon
2. Nuclear Radiation Division
3. Reactor Radiation Division

E. Institute for Basic Standards

I. .Metrology Division
2: Atomic and MolecUlar Physics Division
3. Mechanics Division

. 4. Cryogenics Division
5. Radio Standards Physics Division
.6. Radio Standards Engineering.Division.,
.7. Electricity Division
8.. Heat Division

.

RespondentThe National Measurement System Area of
National Responsibility:

I. Office of the Director

1. Mission of the National Bureauf Standards (NBS). NBS is a principal
focal point in the Federal Government for strengthening and advancing the
nation's science and technology and facilitating their effeCiive application for
public benefit. To this end the Bureau conduCts research and provides cen-
tral national services in four broad categoriesiThese are: ( I) promoting ;AC-
curate. meaningful and compatible' measurements for science and technolo-
gy..(2) promoting more effective use 0C...science and technology for industry
and government. (3) promoting strength in the economy and equity for buyer
and seller in trade, and (4) providing standards and test methods for protec-
tion of the Oublie from specified hazards Finally. the Bureau provides
technical information services in support of these goals.

2,' Extent of Present Metric Usage. Virtually all N BS programs(expect.the
Administrative divisions). make significant use of the metric system in their
activities because. most of the people dealing with most NBS divisions
operate largely on SI i asurements. In fact, NBS policy requires that the SI
(International Sy em) .ui as adopted, by, the General Conference on
WeightS andtM asures he used in all official writing except where their use
would obvica.. y impair communication or reduce the usefulness ofa report
to the primar'rreciiiients. This means that in purely scientific papers.; NBS
programs express their. results and data in SI units or in units approved for
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use with the SI, ValueX in other units are added in parentheses when this im-
proves communication between the N BS activit y and its constituents.

In technological reports. on the other hand. the results and the data are ex-
pressed in the units customarily used in the.relevaht field of technology. with
the SI equivalents added in parentheses. For example. in repOrts intended
primarily.for the building industry. customary units are usually, used as the
primary units of communication. NBS programs are urged. however. to use

SI as soon as their fields of technOlOgy have reached the point of SI
usage that will permit efficient communication.

There are sonic disadvantages to the present NBS- metric usage: Amer-
lean industy y and engineers usually prefer customary units, and some per
sqnnel are not familiar with the metric system. In general. howeVer. NBS
divisions report that advantages of their current usage outweigh disad-
vantages.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No' National Plan kir Metrication
(Assumption D. Most NITS Divisions foresee`incr'easing metric usage in their
actiVities, even in the absence of a natiomd metrication progrant. Such
'changes would cause few significant cost impacts and no serious problems.
Some instruments and equipment will need replaceinent and some data and
codes will need revision. In the absence of such increased internal metric

.

usage there will be increasing difficulties of dual dimensioning. conversions.
and interfacing because of increased metric usage among the constituents of
NBS prograths.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Units of Measurement (ASsUmption there were a planned na-
tional effort to convert to metric language (but not hardware) usage. virtually
all divisions in .NBS believe. that the advantages of metrication would out-
weigh the disadvantages. Compatibility of units in international communical
don: facilitated promotion ()Ili:S. standards internationally: and the inherent
simplicity of the metric system, would be the primary advantages of metrict,
tion. Them would be some increased. costs 'several hundred thousand dol
lars per yearHduring the transition period. Costs would be due. to the revi-
sion of U.S. codes based on standard reference materials, revisiOnof stan-
dards, purchase of some equipment and :measurement adaptors. and some
retraining. : Expected :cost impacts after the transition period would be
'negligible.

.5. Anticipated Impact Under a National!y Planned PrograM to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as. Metric Units of Measure-
ment (Assumption 111).,If there were a planned national effort to convert to
metric hardware as well as, measurement, units,. the, increased costs during
the transition would be significantly higher than for a langtiage-only change-
over. Annual costs foreonversion would range between $500.000 and S
million. The reasons for the greater cost would be the need for purchase ofl-
metric7based equipment and instrumentation, and .the significantly greater
work required, on the revision of standards. HoweVer, in the long run metri-
cation of both units and hardWare would be more beneficial than metrication
of units only.
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6. Conclusion. N BS management. reviewing: the foregoing report of its
operating units on the effect of metric usage on their activities. concludes
that for these purposes the provision of a central basis for the national mea:
suretnent system -it to foster increased use of the International
System. of .Units throughout science and technology. There are advantages
to moving from the present dual measurement language to iCsingle language.
The SI system is intrinsically superior to the customary one for technical
purposes:

.

On the larger issuewhether it is in the national, interest to foster a
general,conversion to metric usage at this time -7 N BS defers its views pend-.
ing completion of the U.S. Metric Study for which it is responsible.

.

Impacts of Metrication , on . the National
Measurement System .

/file National Bureau of Standards provides the central basis within the
United States for a complete and consistent system of Physical 'measure-.
meot, coordinates. that system with the measurement systems of other na-
tionS, and furnishes essential services leading to accurate and uniform physi-'
cal measurements throughout the Nation's Scientific-comainity, industry
and commerce. , . : .

Present Metric Usage. The metric syStem is the measurement language of
U.S. science. However, technology. industry and commerce principally use
customary measurements and standards. This disparity requires conversions
between the two systems of Measurement. which are of some consequence,
since Science and technology are:playing an ever larger part in the affairs of
our society

Futnre Impacts of Metrication. If there were a coordinated national pro-
gram to increase use of the metric system. benefits would result in the area
of NBS's responsibility. since communication between the worlds of .

science, engineering and commerce would be facilitated.thenumber of stan-
dards in use reduced, and scientific and engineering work

In sum, adoption of the metricsystem would improve NBS's effectiveness
in performing its mission with regard to the national measurement Systein,
since the present need to maintain and support dual measurement systems
would be eliminated.

U.S. TRAVEL SERVICE

Liaison Representative:

William Dircks, Research and Analysis Officer

Respondent Internal Operations:

I. Office of Research and Analysis

I. Mission of the U.S. Travel Service. The mission of the 15.S. Travel' Ser.
vice is to engage in activities for, and in conjunction with, the travel industry



for the purpoSe of encouraging foreigners to visit the United States.
2.. Effect of Nletrication on the Internal Operations of the U.S. Travel Ser-

vice. The only U.S. Travel Service respondent is the Office of Reseltrch and
Analysis. Currently, this Office does not use metric units of measurement or
metric engineering standards in any:of its activities. The Office does not.
ticipate that it willunilateially make. any changes toward metrication in the
future. .

If there were a nationally coordinated program to increase use of metric
units and engineering standards over a 10-year period, the Office estimates
that there would be no added costs or internal savings during the transition
and post-transition periodS. The Office foresees no long-ferm advantages or
.disadvantages from metrication. To implement such at transition. thd Office
would have to do nothing beyond converting published data froth miles to
kilometers. and this would present no difficulties. No legal or operational
problems are anticipated by the Office in the event of conversion to the met-
ric system. The Office regardS ,10-year transition period fOr conversion as
satisfactory.

3. Conclusion. The Office of Research and Analysis recommends a na-
tionally coordinated program to increase use of nietric units of measurement,
but makes no recommendations concerning metric engineering standards.

_

OFFICE OF PRODUCT STANDARDS

Respondent .Consumer Affairs Area of National Responsibilifii-7-----1

I. Director, Office of Product Standards

mpact of Metrication on U.S. Consumer Affairs

Present Metric Usage. The Director estimates that the metric system
is tise,c1 in less than one - quarter of_ all U.S.' consumer affairs activities.
No trends in metric usage in U.S. consumer affairs are discerned. Estimated
impact on this area of increasing domestic.and international use of the metric
system has been modc4ate.4 Currently, the Package Proliferation Programs,
of the Department of Commerce suffer because of the need to retain both .
metric and customary can sizes:7

Future Impacts pf Metrication. If there is no cioncerted national effort to
increase metric '.usage, increasing confusion in consumer affairs is an-
ticipated. U.S. international trade in consun er products may suffer if the
U.S. remains non-metric.

Assuming a nationally coordinated program to increase metric usage over
a 10-year period, it is expected t fiat definite advantages would be realized for
U.S. consumer affairs. Metrication. is ex/peeled to result in to improvement
of the worldwide language of consume comparisons with regard to quanti-
ties and weights.

The Dirccior estimates metrication to have it moderate impact on the abili-
ty .of :the Department of Commcrcc to, perform its mission with respect to

s Sec "Classification of Intensities or impact" scale on p. 79.
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consumer anirs. Adoption of the metric system would improve the effec-
tiveness of the Department of Commerce within U.S. consumer affairs in
the long-rim.

What Action Should Be Taken? The Director favors impl entation of a
planned conversion to the metric system. In determine the length of the
transition period for metrication, consideration sho Id be given to the
amount of time needed to educate the public in metric us e.

OFFICE OF TELECOMM NICATI

Respondent Internal Operatic)

1. Staff Assistant. Office of Telccommunidat ions

Respondents -- Telecommunications Area of National
Responsibility:

1, Staff Members. Office of 'relecommu nicat ions

1. Mission of the Office of Telecommunications. The Off ice of Telecommu-
nications (OT) became a primary operating unit within the Department of
Commerce on September 20: 1970. One of its functions is to serve as a sup.
port group for the Office of Telecommunications Policy in the Executive Of-
fice of the President,. The major constituent division of OF the Institute for.
TelecOmmOnication Science in Boulder. Colorado. serves as the central
Federal agency for research on the transmission of radio waves. The
Frequency Management Support Division provides centralized technical
and administrativ.e support for coordimition of Federal frequency uses and
assignments.

2. Present Metric Ustige. The OtTice of TelecoMmunications recognizes a
dualism in the use of measurement units in the telecomniunications area.
The sciences which underlie telecomMunications use metric units, while
customary units ttre More apparent in areas closer to application and manii-
facturing. It is not unusual to see equipment dimensions, for example,
quoted in inches, or the disjance between microwave towers quoted in miles.

Workers in th6telec9mmunicat ions field have adapted to this ditalisM, and
in the absence of a careful analytic study. OT can state no significant ad-
vantage or disadvantage to its functioning in the present mixed system..

3. Anticipated Changes If There is. No National flan fur Metrication
(Assumption 1). Under this assumption,. the Office of Telecommunications
anticipates increased use of metric units of measurement. In the frequency
management area, miles will be expressed in meters. Records of'station loca-
tion Will be expressed in metric units. These changes will result from spon-
taneously increasing: domestic and international use of the metric system.
Estimated one-time cost for the Office. ofTelecommunications will be about '
$20;000 for the computer cost of revising:records. No problems..legal or
otherwise, are foreseen.

4. Anticipated Impact Under,a National Program to.Increase Use of Metric
Units (Assumption 11). The Office of Telecommunications believes that



direct costs would be no more than $20.000. or $2.000 per year. OT distin-
guishes between the manufacture of equipment or construction of facilities
and communications itself. Considering communications alone. as a service
industry together with the administrative processes necessary to maintain
the services offered. OT anticipates minimal impact and minimal prohlems. .

No major retraining of personnel would be needed and no legal problems are
foreseen in the event of metrication in the communications area. The Office
has no information on which to base an estimate of the effect of allowing a
period of longer or shorter than 10 years for metrication.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Coordinated Program to Increase
Use of 'Metric-Based .Engineering Standards as well as Metric Units of Mea-
surement (Assumption Ill). The Office of. Telecontmunicattimi's response
under this assumption is identical to its response uncler the prior assumption.
except that the aiverage annual cost would total about $4.500:_ Some hard,
'ware Would have. to be changed,or replaced.

6. Conclusion. The Office of. Telecommunications recommends a .na
tionally coordinat8d program with industry to facilitate .conversion to ki':
metric system. Thc Office thinks if such a.program is executed with regard
to metric units of measurement. conversion to metric engineering standards
would folloW naturally.

Impacts. of Metrication on Telecommunications

1. Present Metric Usage. The Office of Telecommunications estimates that..... .
.

there is about a 70 to.80 percent use of the metric
nications. This is very much a guess. however. because the percentage de-
pends on how the area is delineated. In manufaetitring and facilities eon-.
structiOn. the figure is much ;mailer. In the basic sciences related to ctimmti-
nications. the figure is probably higher. Excluding manufacturing and con-
struction of facilities. the estimated impact of increasing domestic and inter-
national use of the metric system is 'trivial." Most communications people
have operated with. dual or mixed system's of units. Electrical Units are met-
ric-based already and equipment hardware (rack mountings: screws. bolts.'
etc.) will be changed.as thoNation evolves toward metric usage. The Office
sees a continuing. Metric trend in telecommunications: Them is a growing
preference for metric units in' measuring distances and measuring the per-.
formance of communication equipment. by governmental.agencies.

Maw Impacts of Aletriealfon. Assuming no nationally coordinated pro-
gram by the Federal Government. OT thinks that retooling in the mandate-
ture of telecOmmunications, equipment. but little change in its use: will be

.required. However, more active participationinstandards setting will be
needed. Such changes could. make U.S. telecommunications equipment
more compatible with foreign-manufactured equipment.

Assuming the dovelopment: of a national program to increase use of the
metric system over a I 0:year period. the Office of 'Telecommunications:be-
lieves that most costs and benefits under, this assumption would be tied to

6 SIN "Classification of Intensities of. Impact" scale on p. 79.

158



152 FEDERAL GOVERNMENT: CIVILIAN AGENCIES

achieving metric standardization' in dimenSioning of telecommunications
hardware. :A 10 -year period would allow a considerable amount of equip-
ment to be retired and replaced beCatuse of obsolescence. Early in.the,,10-
year goal period, however. the Government would need to mount 1! strung
program to promote 'specilleatiotA and standards of practice.

. Concerning the impact of metrication on the functioning Of OT itself. the
Office estimates this impact: to be trivial. The Office believes that adoption
of the metric system would somewhat improve its effectiveness in U.S.
telecommunications activities. Certain mathematical cOmputations would be
simplified and the possibility.of conversion errors would be eliminated.

What Action Should Be Taken? The Office of Telecommunications.
though lacking a detailed analysis of all the effects. would favor a well-

.

planned program of metrication over the next 10:tb 20 years.'.

SfI
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DEPARTMENT OF LABOR (DOL)

Liaison Representative:

Leon Greenberg, Associate Commissioner of Labor Statistics

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Deputy Assistant Secretary for Administration
2. Bureau of Labor Standards
3. Bureau 'of Labor StatiStics
4. Bureau of International Labor Affairs
S. Bureau of ApprenticeshiP and Training. Manpower

Administration
6.' U.S. Training and Employment Service. Manpower

Administration

Respondents Labor Affairs Area of National Responsibility:

1. Associate Commissioner of Labor Statistics
2. Special Assistant to Associate Commissioner of labor

Statistics

1. Mission of the Depahpent o Labor. The mission of the DOL is to ad-
.

minister and enforce laws designe qp advance the public interest by promot
ing the welfare of the wage earnerS\of,the United States. imprOving their
working conditions, and advancing their opportunities for profitable employ:-
ment.

The DOL (leak with the problems of unemployment and underemploy-.

ment, fosters programs of apprenticeship and training, coordinates job
security activities with other Government agencies and the public. and .ad-
ministers programs which offer a wide range of work-e-xperienee training.
The Department also directs and coordinates labor-management relations
programs and activities, establishei wage and employment standards for.em-
ployees producing goods for interstate commerce, and coordinates a pro-

.
gnun of international labor and manpower planning.

2., Extent of Present Metric Usage. Currently. metric .units or engineering
standards are used by.two of the six revondents of the Departinent of Labor.

1. Two of the six agencies surveyed in the Department of Labor did .pot fill out the question-
naire. 'The Federal GMeernment Survey:: I nternal Operations" since their work in no way in-
volves use of the metric system:They did. however. make the fallowing responses:

The' Bureau of International Labor Affairs estimates that there would be gains to the. United
States. in Moving toward metrication in view of the extensive and growing use of the metric
system in other eountries..To some extent. its work in the field of international trade analysis
might be facilitated by metrication: but its direct interests are quite marginal.

The Office of the Assistant Secretary for Administration indicates no current use. on its
part. of metric measurement units and takes a neutral position regarding U.S. adoption of the
metric system. The Office foresees no benefits or disadvantages which would result froM
adoption or rejection of IN metric system by the U.S. and judges independent action on its
part to further the use 'o(the metric system as unlikelY.
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The Bureau of Labor Statistics uses metric units in the expression of price
statistics for items of a scientific nature (e.g.. drugs. cheniieals. electricity.
etc..). The Bureau of Labor Standar& uses nietii: units and engineering stan-
dards for expression of occupational health and Safety standards and. in en-.
gineering systems: Operational improvement. international cooperation. use
of s I by scientific activities; and conformance to industry practice where the
metric system is now used are..cited as the reasons for current metric usage.
NO disadvantages are mentioned.

3. Anticipated Changes if There. is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption n. -rtw Bureau of Labor Statistics is the on1;!, respondent townan. .

.
.

ticipate increased Metric usage under this assumption. The' Bureau expects.;
increased use of metric units in its activities because its suppliers may ford; '
the change. A one, time cost increase of under I 'percept is expected.

The Bureau of Labor Standards is thd 'only respondent which anticipates .

prob!cms if DOL., makes no changes toward increased metric usage.
ProbleMs of tniining..and dual .dimensioning are foreseen by the Bureau
because of the evolutionary-- increase of metric usage in the United States
aid abroad. .

4. Anticipated. Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Measurement Units (Asgumption II). Under this assumption. the
Bureau of Labor Statistics anticipates cost impacts during the transition and
post-transition periods: the remaining three respondents anticipate no cost

. impacts during these periods.
The Bureau of Labor Statistics ekpects annual added costs of $8:500 or

less than I percent during the transition period. During the post-Iransition.
there would be no added costs or savings.

Three of the four respondents in DOI.. Mention long -term advantages
which would reSult froM the adoption of metric units of measurement.
Operational improvement, international . promotion:of U.S;--standards
proveMent-of international communications, and use of a uniform. universal
measurement sy0em based on the easy;to-use decimal system lire the an-
ticipaled advant4les of metrication. No long-term disadvantages ..are
foreseen.

, .In order to implement the transition. DOL would have to train personnel
--- -:in metric usage. The Bureau of Labor Statistics would also have to revise a

litrge number of`pricing units, pricing specifications. publication tables. and
some computer programs.

5. Anticipated IMpaet Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Units of Measure-
ment (Assumption :III). The DOI. respondents anticipate the same adjust-
ments under this assumption as they do under the priorassumption.

6. Conclusion. Of the six- respondents toe DOL, three favor a nationally
coordinated program of metrication (Bureau of ApprentiCeship and Training
in the Manpower Administration:,Buyealr of Labor.Standards: and Bureau
of International,Labor Affairs). Three respondents express no opinion as to
whether or not the: U.S. should adopt the metric system.2 The respondents

2 These are: Office of Systems Support in the Manpoicer Administration: Bureau of Labor
Statistics: and Office of the Assistant Secretary for Administration.



who favor metrication point out /hat there would be gains to the United
States in adopting the metric system, considering the extensive and growing
use of the metric system in other countries. Work in the field of international
trade analysis and participation in international statistical activities might be
facilitated by metrication. It was also noted that standards for occupatiOnal
health and safety are now expressed in metric units,. and metric engineering
standards and systems arc used by the regillatory agencies in this area. This
facilitates the work of the Bureau of LiFor Standards and will also be ad-
vantageous to expanding statistical work in the safety field. .

)During the program Of -transition itself, programs concerned with training
and education, such as those conducted by the Manpower Administration.
haVe a particular concern since teaching themetric system would be crucial
to its smooth and rapid adoption. The Burea0 of Apprenticeship and 'rar in-.

ing points out that concerted action should include a '...'plaimed step-by-Step
program over a long transition period starting with the school system.-

All but one of the respondents of the Department of Labor regard a 10
year transitiorEperiod for metrication as satisfactory. The Bureau of Labor
Statistics recommends a transition period of 2 years duration. In.the price
statistics programs of this, Bureau. metrication would cause an unusually
large number of specification changes. If the transition takes several years
for U.S. industries to absorb, then changes would be spread out' and the
resulting costs of conversion would be small in any one year. However, it
would be advantageous to the Bureau of Labor Statistics if all of the changes
in the Bureau's statistical series could be accomplished at one time In any.
event, transition will require the constant attention of the Bureau's statisti-
cians.

Impact of Metrication on. Labor Affairs
,,,t,

Present Metric.Usage. At present, the metric system is used in less than .

one-fourth of the Nation's labor affairs activities. The metric system is
used in the area of occupational health and safety where standards are ex-
pressed . in metric units. Increasing domestic and international use of the
metric system has had a negligible" effect on the Nation's labor affairs and
it trend tdward increased metric usage is discernible:.

I enure Impactsof Metrication. DOI. expects the field of labor affairs to
experience minor costs.of conversion in the statistical area if there were a na-
tionally' planned program, of metrication. The advantages of such a.transition,
however., would outweigh the disadvantages after the transition period, espe-
cially in those mimpOWer areas in which much international work is done:

The increasing domestic and international use of the Metric, systent has
had,a tr.ial impact on the ability of the DeRriment of Labor to perform its
mission with regard to the Nation'S labor affiiirs, Metrication has resulted in
Slight ..disruptions' of certain statistics. such as industrial prices, due to
changes in. specifications. Adoption of the metric system might improve the
effectiVeness of the Department of Labor within the Nation's lahor affairs
because of the system's widespread usage..

See -Classilicalion of Imensities of Impact!' scale on p. 79.

421-813 - 71 - II
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What Aeihm.Shoold Be Taken? The Bureauof Labor Statistics favorSen-..
couragcment .ot an orderly transition to full metrication. This would include
teaching of the metric system in schools, and as needed-on the job. In the ;-
field of international .1-60 analysis and participatiOn in international mun .

pnwer'activities, including international' statistics. DOI should use metric
measurem it units whenever posSible.
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION,
AND WELFARE (HEW)

liaisOn Representative:

Robert COx, Office of Management Systems, Office of the
Seiretary

The mission of the Department of Health. Education. and We (HEW)
is to improve the administration -of those agencies of the Federal GiWern-.
ment whose major responsibilities are to promote the'neneral welfive in the
fields of health, education. and social security.

-The. following chapter discusses the impacts of metrication upon the \fol-
lowing agencies within the Department of Health.EducatiOn. and Welfare:

I. Environmental Health Service .

2. Food and Drug Administration .

3. Health Services.and Mental Health Administration
4. National I lititutesofHealth
5. Office of Education
6. Social Security Administration
7. Social and Rehabilitation Service

ENVIRONMENTAL HEALTH SERVICE

liaison Representative:

William N. McCarthy, Jr.-, Division of Management Systems

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Director. Division of General Services. Office of the Ad-

2. Director. Bureau of Abatement and Control. National Air
Pollution Control AdMinistration .

3. Director. Bureau of Criteria and Standards. National Air
PollUtion Control Administration

4. Director. Bureau of Engineering and Physical Sciences. Na-
tional Air PollutiOn Control Administration .

5. Bureau of Radiological Health. Environmental Control Ad-
ministration
Office of Information. Bureau of Solid Waste Management.
Environmental Control Administrati1n.
Director. Office of PrOgraM Develo ment. Bureau of Solid
Waste Management. Environmen Control Administration

8. Bureau'of Water Hygiene.. Environmental Control Adminis-
tratiolf .

9. Director. Division of ReSearch and DeveloPment. Bureau of
Solid Waste Management.' EnvironmentalControl Adminis7.
tration
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10. Director. Division of Technical OR\erations. Bureau of Solid
Waste Management. Environmenta Control Administration

II. Director. Office of Criteria and St indards. Environmental
Control Administration ..

11. Office of Information. Environmental Control Administra-
tion

13. Chief.. Radiological Health Data and Reports. Branch. Office
of Information. Environmental ControlAministration

..--7------7,;"/---: --,,
RespondentsEnvironmental Pollution ControrArea of National

Responsibility:

I. Acting Assistant Administrator for Research and Develop-
ment

f. Science Information Coordinator

1. Mission of the Environmental Health Service (EMI. The mission of the
, k

Environmental Control Administration (ECM; one segment of EHS. is to
preserve and improve the physical environment in order to promote the
health and welfare of man through program's designed to reduce levels of ex-
posure of people \to the following ha74i'rds: improper housing and living
space. noise. rodentS and insects, occupational and :community accidents.
waterborne disease.. radiation, and waste accuMulation. .

The mission of the NatiOnal Air Pollution Control Administration (NA P-
CA I. the other segment of EHS. is to conduct a national program for the
prevention and control of air pollution in order to promote the public health
and welfare. It sponsors programs in federal regulatory controls. research
and development activities. technical and financial assistance. and in the
development of air pollution mluipower resources.

2. Present Metric Usage. Currently. metric units are used by II of 131
respondents in the EHS. MetriC,units are used by NAI'CA for,air quali-
ty data The ECA uses metric units in radiological health activities. scientific
reports and articles, laboratory .actiVities, research and development, and.in
field work. .1 ,

. .

!
.Metric engineering standards are currently used by seven of the 13 EHS

respondents. ECA uses metric engineering standards in radiological health
activities, in published infuirmation,from foreign sources. in field work. and
in regulatory health protection standard< NAPCA uses metric engineering
standards in test procedures.

Eleven of the13-EHS respondents cite specific advantages of current met-
ricric usage: 1 wo mention disadVantages. The most frequently mentioned ad-
vantages of metric usage are facilitated international cooperation. '.e of SI
by related scientific activities. and operational improvemeni. Lack of
familiarization with the metric system .and public forc preference
units and standaids'are the .only disadvantages cited.

__

3. Anticipated Changes it There :is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption 11. Eight of the 13 EHS respondents anticipate increased use of

1. Office of Program Development and the Division of General Services &not use the inetric
system.
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metric units or engineering Standards under this assumption. All three
responding Bureaus of NAPCA (Bureau of Abatement and Control. Bureau
of Criteria and Standards, and Bureim of Engineering and Physical Sciences).
anticipate a complete conversion to metric units of measurement and en-
gineering standards by January. 1973. Four respondents of ECA (Bureau of
Radiological Health. Radiological Health Data and Reports Branch and the
Technical Reports Branch of the Office of Information. and the Office of In-
fomiation of the Bureau of Solid Waste Management) expect increased met-
ric usage..

These changes toward metrication will be brought about primarily by in-
.

creasing dothestic and international use of the metric system. The Bureau of
Criteria and Standards of NAPCA and the 'Radiological Health Data and
RePorts Branch and the Technical Reports Branch in the Office of Informa-
tion of ECA expect a cost increase of less than .1 percent as a result of these
changes. The BUreau or Engineering and Physical Sciences of NAPCA and
the Office of Information of the Bureau of Solid Waste Management in ECA
both anticipatea savingsof under 1.perceilt as a result of these changes. ,.

Five respondents of ECA anticipate problems if no changes toward metri-
cation are made (NAPCA will have converted to the metric system by
January. 1973). The most common anticipated pro6lems deal with interna-
tional cooperation and dual dimensioning. because of the increasing metric
usage outside of ECA.

4: Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Manned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Under this assumption, four
respondents of the Environmental Health Service anticipateincreascd costs
during the transition period, and nine respondentsanticipate no cost im-
pacts.

Two respondents anticipate cost increases of under I percent during the
transition period as folloWs!'

a. Bureau of Criteria and Standardsannual cost increases of
S12 ,000 (S5.000 for education and S7.000 for conversion).

b. Division of Technical Operations annual cost increases of
$3,500 (S2,500 for data processing and $1,000 for technical
tissistance).

Two respondentk expect annual cost increases of I to 5 percent during the
transition period as follows:

a. DiVision of General Services an. annual cost increase of
S2,400.

b. Bureau of.A-151.iaent and Control an annual cost increase
of $50,000 for retraining and republication.

Three responding groups expect cost savings of under 1 percent during the
post-transition as follows:. ,.

a. Division of General Se; vices an annual savings of $400.
b. Bureau of --Criteria and Standardsan annual savings of

S12.000 (S5.000 for education and 57,000 for conversion).
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c. Division of Technical Operationsan annual savings of
$1.000 for technical assistance.

All the respondents of the Environmental Health Service mention long-
term advantages which WOidd result from the adoption of metric units of
measurement: no respondent's mention any disadvantages. Improvement of
international communication, 'easier international promotion of U.S. stan-
dards. and operational imprtivement are the most frequently mentioned ad-
vantages.

If there were a planned national effort to adopt metric units of measure-
,ment. only one respondent (Division of General Services) would face

problems. These would consist of problems in okratiOns, maintenance and
'equipment. and education and training. To implement a transition to metric
units, the three respondents of NIA pcA %%imp have to executet he Adminis-
tration's existing policies for Conversion tie; the metric system as planned.
The other subdivisions of EHS would have to train personnel in metric
usage. require contractors and grantees,to utilize the metric system. revise
muutztls and publicatiOns, and modify computer programs.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Natio,ially Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Units of Measure-

r
ment (Assumption III). Under this assumption. four EHS respondents-an-
ticipate increased costs during the transition period. and nine respondents
anticipate no cost impacts.

The Bureau or criteria and Standards in N,A PC A expects its annual costs
to increase less than I percent during the transition, period under this as

or $3-1.000 $111.0(H) for international affairs. $15.000 for comer-
%ion.. and $9.000 for education. The Division of General Serviees expects its
annual costs to increase by $2.400 or by I to 5 percent dUring the transition
period. The Bureau of /Abatement. and Control in NA PC A expects a 10 per-
cent or greater increase in its annual costs or about S125.00(1 annually forre-
calibration of equipment. for purchase of new equipment. for redesigning and
for retraining.

The Division of Technical Operations expects an annual cost increase of
under I Percent. or about S I 3.5007 S 10,000 for rewriting programs. $1.000
for technical assistance. and $2,500 for data procesSine activities.

During the post-transition periiid. three EHS respondents anticipate
changes in their internal savings or added costs under this assumption. and
10 respondents anticipate tto cost changes.

The Division of General Services in the ECA. the Bureau of Criteria and
Standards. and thd Division of Technical Operations expect savings of less
than I percent during the post-transition period. The Division of General
Services expects annual savings of $.400. The annual savings in the Bureau
of Criteria and Standards would amount to $30.000 $6.000 for interna-
tional activities. $15.000 in conversion activities. and $9.000 in education
activities. The annual savings in the Division of Technical OperationS would
amount to about S 1.000 due to savingS in technical assistance programs.

Nine of the respOndents of the EHS cite specific long-AerM advantages
which would result from the,adoption of metric engineering standards: only
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one respondent mentions a disadvantage.. Improvement of international
communication is the most often mentioned advantage of metric engineering
standards. while operational impairment is the. only disadvantage mentioned.

If there. were a planned national effort to adopt metric engineering stan-
dar& as well as metric units of measurement. only two of. the 13 EHS
respondents (Division of General Services and the Bureau, of Abatement
and Control) would face problems. These would occur in the areas of opera-
tions.. laws. maintenance and equipment. and education and training. To-im-
plement a transition, to metric engineering standards.' the Environmental
Health Service respondents would have to follow the same procedures as in-
volved in a transition to metric units as described above under AsstiMption
II.

. Conclusion. TWelve of the 13 EHS respondents favor a nationally
coordinated program to increase use of metric measurement units and metric
engineering standards and only the respondent from theOffice of PrograM
Development makes no recommendation on this issue.

Five of the 13 EHS respondents regard a 107year period for transition to
the metric system as satisfactory. Four respondents are unable to estimate
the adequacy of a 10 -year transition period and four respondents recom-
mend a transition period !Unger or shorter than 10 years.. .

The Division of General Services recommends a transition period of 15
years for metrication because it feels the education and-training of personnel

---,------in-m4.1trieltstige May take longer than 10 years. .

The Bureau of Abatement and Control _in. NAPCA reCommends.a transi-
tion period of 5 years for conversion to metric units but is uncertain with
gaffl 'to engineering standards. The Bureau of Water Hygiene recommends
transition periods of 5 years for conversion to metric units and 7 years for
conversion to metric engineering standards because It transition period
shorter than 10 years would decreaSe cost and disruption. The Division of
Technical Operations recommends a transition period of 2-5 Years duration
for conversion to the metric system becatise it believes the metric .system
Would be more readily adopted if no alternatives to it are left available.

Impacts of Metrication on Environmental Pollution
-Control

Preset:I Metric Usage. The EHS estimates that the metric system is
used in less than one-fottrth of the activities' in the engineering and equip-
ment manufacturing fields concerned with pollution control and between one-
quarter and three - quarters of the scientific 'and technical activities in the
pollution control area. No trends in metric usage in the pollution control
area are discerned and the EHS estimates that increasing domestic lind
international use of the metric system has had a IriviaP impact on U.S.
pollution control activities. The Service notes that research and analytical
activities in pollution control are traditionally conducted in metric units

See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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and that there is little evidence of significant change in the use of metric
units in the design and manufacture of pollution control equipment.

1:mm4, Impacts cif Menicathon. Assuming no concerted national action to
promote increased use of the :netric system. EHS estimates that increasing
domestic and international use of the metric system will have little effect on
U.S. pollution control activities.

If there were a nationally planned program to increase use of the metric
System- Over a 10-year period. EHS estimates that there Would be costs of
revision for converting the designs of existing pollution control eqUipment to
a metric basis. Problems of an. adequate spare parts supply for currently
operating polltition control equipment might result. However. conversion to
the metric system might benefit export sales of U.S. pollution control equip-
ment. If :he transition period for metrication were longer than 1() years. but
less than 20. EHS thinks that the effects of conversion would be similar to
those of a 10-year transition bui would he less acute.

The Environmental Health Service estimates that increasing domestic and
international use of the metric system has had a trivial impact on its ability to
perform its mission with respect to U.S. pollution control activities. The Ser-
vice estimates that adoption of the metric system would have little impact on
its effectiveness within pollution control activities.

Bihar Action Should Be Taken? EHS recommends that the Federal
Government encourage the metrication of U.S. industrial and engineering
standards as they are revised and as new standards are developed. Cost el-
fects should he critically evaluated on an industry by industry basis. ,

FOOD AND DRUG ADMINISTRATION (FDA)

Liaison Representative:

Herbert J. Harris, pillision of Management Systems

RespondentsInternal Operations:
.

I. Division of Drug Experience,Office Of Marketed Drugs
2. Scientific CoordinatiOn Staff. AsSistant ComMissioner. for

. Field Coordination
3. Off iee of LegislatiVe Services
4. DiviSion of Dental and Surgical Drues
S. Office of Associate Commissioner for Education and Infor-

matiOn
. .

6. Office of Associate Commissioner for Compliance
7. Facilities Management Branch. Division of -General Ser-

vices
R. Office of Foods and Nutritional Sciences. Bureau of Foods.

Pesticides and Product Safety
9. Office of Research and Training Grants

10. Analytical
. Studies Branch. Division of Management

Systems.
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II: Division of Statistics
12. Division of Veterinary New Drugs. _Bureau of Veterinary

Medicine

. I. Mission' of the Food and Drug Administration. The mission ofthe FDA
is to protect .the public health of the Nation as it may be impaired by foods. ..
drugs. cosmetics. therapeutic devicesi haiardous household substances.
poisons: pesticides. food additives, flammable fabrics. and various-other
types of consumer products.

2. Present Metric USage. Currently. metric units are used by nine" of
the 12 respondents of the FDA. Metric. units are used in analytical pro-
cedures for the enforcement of regulatory acts: scientific research and
testing: chemical and biological analysis: and data concerning pharmaceuti-
cal products.

Metric . engineering standards are used by five' of the ,12 FDA respon-
dents. They are used for food; pharmaceutical. and product safety standards.

Nine- of the 12 FDA- respondents cite specific advantages of current met-
ric usage. NO respondents mention. .any- disadvantages. Facilitated interna-
tional cooperation and use of SI by related scientific activities are the most
frequently. mentioned advantages of metric usage.

3. Anticipated Changes' if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption one (OffiCe of Associate Commissioner for Com-
pliance) of the 12 FDA respondents anticipates increased metric -usage
under this assumption. This Office plans to begin use of metric units in its ac-1
tivities because of :increasing domestic- and international use of the metric
system. The:Office is unable. to estimate what changes in its costs or savings
might occur. . .

Seven FDA respondents anticipate problems if nochanges tOward metri-
Otion are made: ;hese. would occur because of the increasing metric usage
outside of FDAThe most common anticipated problems are dual dimen-
sioning and international cooperation.

4. AntiCipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to-Imre:11i Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption: II). .Under. this assumption. one
FDA respondent anticipates internal savings or added costs during the ..
transition period, and 11-respondents anticipate no cost change).-

The Office of Foods and Nutritional Sciences expects an annual savings
s1o0 :000 (S20:000forResearch-and-Testing-and SFQ:000 for compliance)

' or less. than 1 percent during the transition period. ThiS office anticipates an .

annual savings of $200.000 (S40.000 in research and testing activities.and
$160.000 for compliance activities) or less than 1 percent during the post7
transition period..

3 These are: Scientific Coordination Staff. Office of Legislative Services. Division of Dental
and Surgical Drugs. Facilities Managentent Branch. Office of Foods and Nutritional Sciences.
Office of Research and Training Grants. Analytical Studies Branch. Division of Statistics. and .

Division of Veterinary New Drugs. .

Thew are: Division of Dental and Surgical Drugs. Office of Foods and Nutritional Sciences.
Analytical Studies Branch. Division of StatisticS. and Division of Veterinary New Drugs..
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Nine of the 12 FDA respondents mention long-term advantages which
would result from the adoption of metric units of measurement: two respon-
dents mention disadvantages. OPerational improvement and improvement
of international commUnications are the most frequently mentioned ad-
vantages. Operational impairment is the only disadvantage mentioned.

If there were a planned national effort to adopt metric units of measure-
Men!. three FDA respondents (Scientific Coordination Staff. Office of As-
sociate Commissioner for Compliance. and Office of Research and Training
Grants) would face minor problems. These would entail revisions of laws
and regulations that the three respondents operate under..

S. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). Under this assumption. two FDA respondents anticipate
savings during the transition period, and 10 respondents anticipate no cost
changes.

The Office of Foods and Nutritional Sciences expects an annual savings
of 560.000 (S 10.000 for rdsearch and testing activities and S50.000 for com-
pliance activities) or less than I percent during the transition period. The Of- .

lice of the Assistant CoMmissioher for Field Coordination e.xpectS an annual
cost increase of about S500 in order to convert some weights and t hermome-
ters.

During the post transition. period. one FDA respondent anticipates
savings under this assumption. while II respondents anticipate no cost
changes.

The Office of Foods and Nutritional Sciences anticipates an annual
savings of S220.000 (S30.000 in the research and testing activities and
5190.000 in compliance activities) or less than I percent during the post7
transition period.

If there were a Planned national effort to adopt metric engineering stan-
dards as well as metric units of measurement. the FDA respondents would
realiie the same advantages and disadvantages and face the same problems
of transition as under a nationally planned program to increase use of metric
units alone:

6. Conclusion. Eight of the 12 FDA respondents favor a nationally coor-
dinated program to increase use of metric units and engineering standards
and four respondents make no recommendations on this issue. The'respon-
dents who faVor metrication stress the roles of public education and legal
tion in accomplishing the transition.

Nine of the 12 FDA respondents are unable to estimate the adequacy of
a 10-year transition period for metrication: two respondents regard a 10-year
transition period for Metrication as satisfactory;and one respondent recom-
mends a transition.period shorter than 10 years.

The Office of Foods and. Nutritional Sciences recommends a *transition
period of 5 Years for conversion to metric engineering standards because

3 These arc: Scientific Coordination StA5, Office of Legislative Services: Division of Dental
and Surgical Drugs. Facilities NlanagenNt Branch. Office 01' Foods and Nutritional Science's.
Office of Research and Training Grants. Divkion of Statistics. and Division of Veterinary New

.

Drugs.
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earlier adoption would simplify the promulgation of standards.and a traili7
tio9Aorter than I 0 years under a dual system Would result in some savings.

,HEALTH SERVICES AND MENTAL HEALTH
IADMINISTRATION (HSMHA)

\ Liaison Representative:

Mrs. Sonia Bergman, Office of Management Policy

RespondentsInternal Operations:

I. (Mice of Systems Management. Office of the Administrator
2. HSNIHA Supply Service Center. Office of the Administra-

tor
3: Office of Grants Management. Office of the Administrator
4. Office *of Program Planning and Evaluation. Office of the

"Administrator
5. Office of Information; National Center for Health .Statistics
6. Office of Administrativev Management. National Center for

Health Statistics .

.
7. Office of Statistical Methods. National Center for Health-

Statistics :

Division of Vital Statistics. National Center for Health
Statistics

9. Division of Health Resourc Stioistics. National Center For
Health Statistics

-.. Computer Systems Brandt National Communicable Drs-
ease Center

11. Adthinistrative Services ranch.' National Commtinicable
Disease Center.

12. Engineering Services. Branch. National ComMunicable Dis-
ease Center

13. Kansas City Laboratories. National Communicable Disease
Center .

14. Fort Collins Laboratories. National Communicable Disease.

Center
I5..Phoenix Laboratori& National Communicable DiseaSe

Center
16. San Juan Laboratories, National Communicable DiseaSe

Center
17. Parasitic Diseases Branch. National Communicable Disease

Center
18. Viral-..Diseases Branch. National Conimunicable . Disease

Center'. -.
19. Clinical CheMistry and Hematology-Branch. National Com-

municabk DiSease Center
Licensure and Development Branch. Natiumil-Communic.a.
ble Disease Center -1

12
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21. Microbiology Branch. National Communicable Disease
Center

. 22. Scientific Resources Branch. National CommuniCable Dis-
ease Center

23. Technical DeVelopment Laboratories, National Commu-
nicable Disease Center

14. Tuberculosis Branch; National C4mmunicable Disease
Center . .

'5. Venereal Disease Branch. National Communicable Disease.
Center

26. Office of Program Planning, and Evaluation. National In-'
stitute of Mental Health

27. Division of Mental Health Service ProgramS.,National In-
stitute of Mental Health

28. Lexington Clinical Research Center. National Institute of
Mental Health

29. Forts Worth:Clinical Research Center.. National Institute of
Mental Health .1

30. Intramural Research Program. National Institute of Mental
Health

31. National Center. for Mental Health Service. Training and
Research. National Institute of Mental Health

/32. Office of Architecture and Engineering. Health .Facilities
Planning and Construction Service

.33. Office of Consultation on Hospital Functions; Health Facili-
ties Planning and Construction Service

34. Executive Office. Maternal and Child Health Service
-35. Program Services Branch. Division of Health Sol-Vices.

Maternal and Child Health Service
-36. Administrative Methods Branch. Division of Health Ser-

vices. Maternal and Child Health Service
37. Nutrition Section. Division of Health Services. Maternal

and.Child Health Services
38.' DiviSion of Research. Maternal and Child Health Services
39. National Clearinghouse- for Smoking and Health. Regional

Medical Programs Service (queried., but .provided no
response).

. .
40. Nutrition Program-. Regional Medical Programs Service
41. Health Program Systems Center. Indian Health Service
42 Health. Facilities Construction Branch..` Headquarters. Indi-

an Health Service .
43. Health Facilities Construction Branch-. Headquarters. Indi-

an Health SerViee- .

44. Office of Environmental Health, Headquarters,' Indian
Health Service a

45. Office of. Environmental Health. Headquarters. Indian
Health Service

ANIMMIMMIONIk. 110"114110110644141011."1.041.
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46. Construction and Maintenance Branch. Alaska Area. Indian
. . Health Service
47. DiviSion.of Emergency Health Service. Federal Health Pro-

grams Service
48. Nursing. USPHS HOspital. San Francisco. Federal Health

PrOgrams Service- ,

49. Building and Grounds. USPHS Hospital. Staten Island.
Federal Health Programs Service .-

SO. Dietetics. USPHS Hospital. Staten Island. Federal Health.
Programs Service

5I: Pharmacy. .USPHS Outpatient Clinic. Washington, D.C.
Federal Health Progranis Service

Respondent Health Area of National Responsibility:

I.' Deputy Surgeon General

I. Mission of the Health Services and Mental Health Administration. The
HSMHA is a central resource for improving the quality and accessibility of
health care for the American people. It combines the direct medical care
responsibilities of the Public Health Service with responsibilities for sup-
porting the planning and construction of health facifities, the development of
new systems for providing community personal health services. and the
establishment of quality standards for all health services.

The HSMHA provides health and dental care to eligible beneficiaries
through a system of Public Health Service hospitals and out-patient clipics.
It provides medical care and preventive public health services to Indians and,

.Alaskan natives. It administers health care programs for the Bureau of
Prisons. U.S. Coast Guard. Bureau of Employee's Compensations. and the
Peke Corps. and provides technical advice and personnel to assist other
Federal agencies in deVeloping health care programs for their employees or
beneficiaries.

The HSMHA administers grant programs for the planning and construc-
tion of hospitals and related medical facilities. conducts and supports studies
leading to the development of new 'or improved health service systems.
develops criteria and standards for health ,care and health services. and
deVelops plans for meeting civilian health needs in national emergencies.

The National Institute of Mental Health conducts or supports programs
of research. manPower development and training, demonstrations, and com-
munity service to promote and sustain mental health. preyent mental ill-
nesses, and treat and rehabilitate the mentally ill.

It develops mental health standards, provides consultative and technical
services to State and community agencies.. and provides grants for the con-,
struction and staffing of community mental health centers and for the provi-
sion of preventive mental he:ilth services. It serves as the principal PubliC
Health Service focus for activities in the behavioral sciences, in social and
cultural problems relatedto mental-health. and in biological and psychoso-
cial factors that determine human behavior and development.
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IJ

The. Institute lbctises attention on special mental health problems through
centers such as' the.National Center for Prevention and. Control of Alcohol-
km. and centers for studies of narcotic and drug abuse.. suicide prevention.
crime and delinquency, child and family mental health. and metropolitan and
region:II mental health problems. .

The. Institute also supports or provides tutrcotic addict, rehabilitation .Ser-
vices and conducts clinical research studies and related patientcare in this
area.:

3.. Present Nletric,11,,age._Present metric twee within SNI H A cot=
responds to that' of the scientific community at large. Metric usage is Well
established in the health professions and the last vestiges of the avoirdUpois.
apothecary, .and troy.systems of weights and measures arearc now disappear-
ing. On the other hand.- the dietary and engineering professions are vom-
mitted through education and ,capital investment to customary U.S.- stan-
dards and units"with apparently no trend toward metrication.

Currently. metric units are used by 31 of the 51 respondents in HSM H A.
This use of metric measurement units is minimal except in scientific areas
.concerning:..

( I) the provision, of health services and hospital and out - patient
Medical care Co designated beneficiaries:.

(21 the provisiotcof mental health service and hospital and out-
. patient mental health care to designated beneficiaries: and
(3) the conduct and stippOrt of research to control or. prevent in.,-

fectionS and chronic 'disease:: and to control or prevent mental
illness.-

In the Practice of medicine. nursing, Pharnutey, and other health profes-
sions. metric measurement units are used extensively in activities uch as:
drug prescribing, dispensing.and administration: clinical recording: formula-
tion of pharniaceuticalst calibration oT eq0ipment such as weighing. measur-
ing, and testing devices: specifications for drugs and chemicals: and labora-
tory. equipment and tests. I n supply and service departinents. metric units of
measurement are used in some production, quality control, and procurement
activities. In food service departments. metric milk are used for nutritional
standards., units of time. and for reporting nutritional data. In engineering de-,
partments. the application of metric units is related to the review of foreign
equipment specifications and literature and to the measurement of electrical
current and luminous intensity,

Fourteen Of the 51"-HSM H A respOndents use metric engineering stan-i
! dards in their activities Electric current and luminous intensity standards
are metric and there are metric standards fottsome wter and sanitation
equipment and for performing tests on boiler water: Supply and Service de
partments use some metric engineering standards for purchasing. produc-
tiom quality control. and research equipment of foreign manufacture.
Laboratories use metric engineering standards in their lab work and in the
maintenance and developmen}/of some equipment. However, the use of met,
roc engineering standards is not extensive.
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TWenty-seven HSMHA respondents cite specific advantageS of current
metric usage %Vhile only six respondents mention disadvantages. The most
frequently mentioned advantages of metric usage relate to operational im-
provement. the fact that metric is conventionally used in related disciplines.
and the facilitation of international 'cooPeraiion. Lack of fiuniliarity is the
most frequently mentioned disadvantage.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication. Only
six respondents (Viral Diseases Branch. Clinical ChemiStry and Hematilo-
gy Branch. Tuberculosis Branch. Lexington Clinical .Research Center. the
Executive Office of the Nlaternal and Child Health Service. and the USPHS
Hospital. San FranciscoNursing) anticipate increased use Of metric units
under this assumption. Chanties will occur primarily in clinical measure-
ments. dispensing of medication. labeling of bottles and volumes, and scien-
tific communication. Only two .respondents (Clinical Chemistry and He,
matology Branch and the Division of Mental Health Services Pro_ aram) an-
ticipate increased use of metric engineering standards.

Changes will be brought about primarily by a desire to improve quality
and performance and by increasing international and domestic use of the
metric system. Only three respondents anticipate cost impacts as a result or
these changes. The Viral Diseases Branch expects a net cost change of less
than I percent (uncertain whether savings or increased cost). The Tubercu-
losis Branch expects annual costs 16 increase less thanI percent (for new
slugs.. type metal. plates for labels, and forms). The USPHS Hospital. San
Francisco (Nursing) expects a I to 5 .peccent savings because of increased
simplicity and' standardization brought about by metrication.

TWenty-nine of the 51 HSMHA respondents anticipate problems if no
changes toward metrication are made by HSMHA. The most common an-
ticipated problems are ...training of personnel. dual dimensioning. and
increased conversions because of the increased metric usage outside of
HSMHA. :

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally, \Planned Program to Incriase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption 11). Under this assumption. 13
HSMHA respondents anticipate,cost'inipacts during the transition period:
37 respondentsanticipate no cost inipact: and one respondent (Forth, Worth
Clinical Research Center) is unable to make an estimate.

The USPHS. riosPitalSan FranciSCoiNursing) is the only -HSMHA
respondent to anticipate savings during the transition period of a nationally
coordinated program to increase use of metric units of measurement: savings

cif under 1 percent are'expected.
"Six respondents expect their annual costs to increase by less than 1 perL

cent during the transition period as follows:

a. Tuberculosis Branch of the National Communicable Disease.
Centeran annual increase of f S1,000 for slugs. type metal.
labels. etc.

b. Mental' Health Intramural Research Programan annual
S4.500 increase in costs for instrument fabrication.

1 76.
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c. Office tginvironmental Health in the Headquarters of the In-
dian Health Service-a SI00.000 annual increase for equip-
ment.

d. Both respondents of the Headquarters of the Health Facilities
Construction Branch of the Indian Health Servke together-
a S16.000 increase annually.

e. Administrative Services Branch of the National. Communica-
He Disease Center - 53.900 annually for contracting and
supply management activities.

Three respondents expect their annual costs to increase by I to 5 percent
during the transition period as follows:

a. Nutrition Program of the. Regional Medical Programs Ser-
vice-an annual S15.000 increase in costs.

b. Division of Emergency Health Services in the Federal Health
Programs Services -a 550.000 increase in costs.

C.". Dietetics Department 'of/. the USPHS Hospital. Staten
Island - an annual increase of S I 0.5d0 for retraining. wastage. ""

and loss of't fficiency.

The National Center for Mental Health Services. Training and Research
expects a 5 to 10 percent increase in costs or S36.500 annually during the
transition period.

Two respondents anticipate an increased annual cost of 10 percent or
more.during the transition period as follows:

a. Construction and Maintenance Branch (Alaska Area) of the
Indian Health Service - a yearly increase of S I 1.000.

b. Buildings and Geo' unds Department of thic USPHS Hospital,
Staten Island- a yearly cost increase of S9.000.

During the post-transition period of a nationally coordinated program to
increase, use of metric units of measurement, nine HSMH A respondents ex-

.

pect changes in their annual costs...44 respondents expect no changes. one
respondent (Fort Worth Clinical Research Center) is unable to make an esti-
mate.

Four respondents expect cost savingiof I to 5 percent during the post-
transition period under Assumption I I as folluws:

a. Nutrition Program of the Regional Medical Programs Ser-
vice .- a avings of S10.000.

b. Both respondents of the Headquarters of the. Health Facilities
Construction Branch of the Indian Health Service together-
savings of $96.000 yearly.

c. USPHS Hospital in San Francisco (Nursing) -an annual
savings of $8.435

The Construction and Matintenarice Branch (Alaska Area) of the Indian
Health Service expects savings of $11,000 per year or about 10 percen'
under Assumption II.
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Two respondents expect cost increases of under I percent during the post-
-.

,-transition as follows:

a. Tuberculosis Branch in the National Communicable Disease
Center. . ,.

b. Headquarters of the Office of Envfron mental H eahh'in the In-
dian Health Service. -.

The National Center for Mental Health Services. Training and; Research
in the National Institute (4-Mental Health iintieipates an annual cost in-

.. crease 'of $15.000 or I to..5percent during the post-transition period. Finally
the USI'HS Hospital. Staten Island (Building and Groin-KIN) expects an an-
nual cost -increase of $9,000 annually, and the Office of SYstethsMimage-

: men' anticipates a 10 percent or more increase in annual costs during the
Post-transition period under this asSumption.-

Thirty-four of the 51. HSMHA respondents cite specific long-term ad-
vantages which would result from the adoption of metric units of measure-
ment while only four. respondents mention disadvantages. The most
frequently mentioned. advantages of the use of Metric units are improve-ment
of international communication and operational improvement. Cost increase
is the most frequently mentioned disadvantage. , "

If there were a-planned national effort to adopt metric measurement units_
-16 of the 51 HSMHA respondents would face legal or operational problems.
Primary impaCt would be in the. areas of.- engineering. food services, and
equipment and supply maintenance and .serviaing: There ,would he some
operational impairment due to the need for education, conversion tables. and
recalibration. It would he necessary to train administrative personnel. craft7
smut. supply cleits. and other individuals .concerned with the servicing and
maintenance of equipment and supplies. .

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationaly Planned Program to Increase Use_ .

of Metric -Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Units of Measure-
ment (Assumption III). Under this assumption. 13 HSMHA respondents.an-
licipate cost impacts during the transition period: 37respondentsiintiCipate
no cost ipactS: and one respondent (Fort Worth ClinicalReseArch Center)
is unable to make an estimate.

The USPHS Hospital, San Fiancisco (Nursing) isthe only respondent an-
ticipating savings during the transition period under this assumption: savings
are'expected to be under I percent.

Four respondents expect an annual cost increase of under I. percent dur-
ing the transition period as follows: .

a: Intramural Research Program in the National Institute of-
Mental Healthlin annual increase of .$5.000 for instrument

. fabrication..
b..-One. respondent in the Office o( Environmental Health in the

__Indian Health Serviceannual added costs of S120.000 for
revising specifications. --

c. TuberCulosis Branch of the National Cortimilnicable Disease
Center an annual cost increase of .$1.000 for slugs. type
metal. labels. etc.

421.813 0. 71 - 12
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. . .d. -Administrative Services Branch )11 the National Conunimica
ble Disease (*enter a $3.900 annual increase in-eimtracting
and supply management expense; .

Tliree respondents expect an annuaVetst-inerease of I t o 5- percent dining
the transition period as fO /lows:.

a.The Division of Emergency Health Services in the Feileral
Health Programs Services,4- annual added cost' of

i
b. Nutrition Pragram; of th/e.Regional Medical Programs Service J

. an annual cost increase/of .$15.000.
c. Dietetics Department' of the USPHS Hospital, Staten Island

an .increase of $10.500 annually for training. wastage. and loss ( f
efficiency. . .- .

The National Center for Mental .Health Service's. Training, and Researqh
in the NatiOnal Institutes of Mental Health expects an annual cost increase

. of 547.600. or5 to '10 percent. durilig.t he transition period..
.1

Four 11SMIliN respondents expect a-10 percent or more increase in an--
nual costs'duritig the transition period as follows:

a. Both ,,itspondents at Headquarters in the Health Facilities
ConkructiOn Branch of . the Indian Health Service
togther an increase of $320.000 annually.

b. C nstruction and Maintenance Branch (Alaska Area) of the
ptlial Health Service Han annual increase;of $11.000.
.Buildings and Grounds 7Ijepart ment of USPHS Hospital.

/Staten Island an increase of $9.000 annually.
.

Da4ne the post-transition period of a nationally coordinated program to
- .increase use of metric-based engineering standards as well as metrIctauts.of

measurement. 10 respondents anticipate cost .changes: 40 respondents. an-
kipate nil changes: and. one respondent' (Fort Worth Clinical Research

Center) is unable to make an estimate.
Five respondents exret cost .saVings during,the post-transition period

under s.sumption III as follows:.

a. Nursing Department of the USPHS Hospital. San Francisco:
. .a 5 to Itipereent savings or S8.435 peryear.

b. Construction and Maintenance Branch (Alaska Areal of the
. Indian Health Service a cost savings of IQ percent or

$1.1.000 rer year.
c. Both respondents of Headquarters. Health Facilities Con-

struction of the Indian Health Servicea cost savings of 10
percent or 5320.000 together. .7.

d. Nutrition Program ofthe Regional Medical Programs Service
annual savings of $10,000 or 1 to 5 percent:

. ,
Five respondents expect a cost increase during the post4ransition period

as follows:

a. Mental Health Intramural Research programan annual cost

(1
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increase .of S500. or less than 1.percent. for instrument fabri-
cation;
Headquarters of Environmental I lath in the Indian I lealth
Service a cost, increase of lesS than I. percent. - .

c. Tubercultkis Branch in.the National CoMmunicable Disease
Centera cost increase of less than I percent.

d. National Center . for Nlental. Health Services. Training. and
Research an annual cost increase of S18.200. or I. to 5 per-
cent.

c. Buildings and Grounds Department of the USPHSHospital.
Staten Islandan annual cost increase of S9.000.

Twenty- six -of the 5 LIISMH A respondent cite specific 'Iong-term ad-

-vantages which would result from the taloPtiollof metric -based engineering
standards: only three respondents mention,disadvantages. -Improvement of
international, communication and operational improvement are the most
often mentioned advantages of metric engineering.standards. ,while cost in-
crease k the most often mentioned disadvantage.

If there were a planned national effort. to adopt metric engineering stan-
dards.as well as metric units of measurement. 13 of the 5I 11 S 111A respon-
dents would face legal or operational problems. Primary iMpact would again
he in the areas of engineering and food services: RetoOling and replacement
of equipMent and parts would have to be accomplished. Education programs..._
would have to be conducted on the job. Thousands of-U.S. standard stock .

--items would haVe tfil phased out and replaced. Warehimse labeling would
have to he 'changek Catalogs would have to be re-written. A dual system
might have to be usctr't r a long period. It islikely that in some organizations
additional personnel wo rld he needed to accomplish the change.

6. CUnclusion. T it one of 5 I H SM HA respondents favor a nationally
coordinated program to 'increase use of metric units of: mcasurement. six
respondents are oppo. such a progrant. seven reap rodents are uncer-
tain. and the remainder. provide- . no .inforination. 17w nty;six H SN1H A
'respondents recommend a nationally coordinated,prograi 01 increase use of
metric engineering Standards. fiVerespondents are onpt sed to such a -pro:-.

.gram. 13 respondent's are uncertain. and the remainder p .ovide no informa-
tion.MeMbers of the engineering and dietetics 'professloi s in general do not
support metrication. Some are opposed to it.1-loweiv r. members of the
scientific community who are familiar with the metric's 'stem favor it. This
opinion is based on the simplicity of the metric system a id the merits of hay -
ing ;I uniform international system of units and standards.

Twenty of t he5 I EISM HA respondents regard a 10-year period for transi-
tion to the metric system as satisfactory. Twenty-two respondents are uni--
Me to estimate the adequacy of a 10-year transition period and nine reSPon.:.
dents recommend a transition period for. metrication shorterthan 10 years.

Of the nine respondents who recommend a transition period shorter than
10 _years for metrication. one (Microbiology Branch) recommends a transi-
tion period of I year: two (TechniCal Development Laboratory and Tu-
berculosis Branch) 'recommend a transition 'period of .2 yetirs: three (Fort
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Worth Clinical Research Center. the Nutrition Program. and the Health Pro-
grams Systems Center) recommend a transition period of 3-5 years: and two
(Venereal Diseases Branch. and. Headquarters of the Office of Environmen-
tal Health) recommend a transition period of 5 years. Most of the respon-
dents Who favor a transition period shorter than 10 years for metrication
point out that the metric system is already used extensively in their activities
and that a shorter period would reduce Or eliminate unnecessary duplication
and confusion.

Impacts of Metrication on U.S Health

Present Metric. Usage. The Deputy Surgeon General estimates that the ,
metric systeM is used in over three-quarters of all U.S. health activities
Over the past 20 years. the metric system has become universally used by
the medical profession in its clinical practice and research. The Deputy Sur-.
geon General estimates that increasing domestic and international use of the
metric system has had a negkeibh," impact on U.S. health activities since the
conversion to the metric system was done gradually.

Future Impacts of Metrn'ation. Assuming that there is no concerted na-
tional action to promote increased use of the metric systemot he Deputy Sur-
geon General estimates that increasing domestic and international use of the
metric system would have a negligible effect on U.S. health activitiesl..The
health science world has completely converted to the metric system'and the'
health prolessions,are using the metric system almost exclusively.

If there were a nationally planned program to increase rise of the metric
system over a 10-year period, the Deputy Surgeon General estimates that
such a program would probably have very, little effect on U.S. health activi-
ties for the reasons cited above.

Increasing domestic and international Use of the metric system is .esti-
mated by the Deputy Surgeon General to have had a negligible impact on:
HSMHA's ability to perform its mission With respect lo the. Nation's health
activities. Metrication has resulted in ,better communication of clinic:11;1.nd
health science data. Adoption of the metric sySteM would probably improve
HSMHA's effectiveness within U.S. health activities since. after conver-

' sion. technicians and aides would not have to be taught' how to use the metric
system when entering employment. The general.public would probably un-
derstand dosages of pharmaceuticals better.

/What Action Should Re Taken? The Deputy Surgeon General-recom-t
mends a coordinated program to adopt the metric system.

4. See "Cl4ssilication of Intensities of Impact" scale on p.,79.



NATIONAL INSTITUTES OF HEALTH (NIH)

Liaison RepresOtativei

. Grant Rigg;4, Biomedical Engineering and Instrumentation
Branch, National institutes of Health

Respondents Internal Operations:

Chemical Engineering Section. Biomedical Engineering. and
Instrutnentation Branch. Division of Research Services

2. Office of Engineering Services. Office of the Director of
National Institutes of Health

The National Institutes of Health provides leadership and direction to
programs designed to,iniprove the health of the people of the United States.

onducts and supports research in the causes. prevention, and cure of dis-
eases of man: administers programS to meet the Nation's health manpower
requirements: directs programs for, the, collection, dissemination, and
exchange of information in medicine and 'health: and administers Federal
standards and licensing a tivities for biological products sold in interstate
commerce. .-

The NIH scientific community regularly employs .metric measurements /
in its biological. chemical. and clinical activities and reports. as is generally /
the case in.life sciences. No significant problems or expenSes are anticipated /
in this area should the SI system. be adopted as standard for the United'
States: .

111H engineering. manufacturing. and service operations. however, do not
.,regularly .employ the metric system. There is a slight trend toward'conver-
:sions to- 'metric units. A substantial impact is certain to occur.' should a
transfer from English to metric standards. be adopted. Cost increases for re-'
hued operations are estimated to be 10 percent, and would continue up.to20
yearsafter adoption of the SI syStem.. Intensive and extensive educational..
training programs for all crafts personnel and associated.dngineering and ad-
ministrative staff would .necessarily c ?ntinue for a 10- to 20-year period.

Equipment replacement and modification-Within NIH would continue dur-
ing a 20-year term: Conversion COB and expense of maintaining dual inven
tories on parts and supplies would be substantial (about 550.000 annually
during the transition period and S10,000 annual added cost after the transi-
tion), even under' a- planned obsolescence program. In general., persOnnel
should have no severe difficulty in adapting to the-metric system. The ulti-
mate benefits 'derived from international uniformity should far outweigh the,
costs of making the transition.
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OFFICE OF EDUCATION (OE)

Liaison Representative:

Albert R. Munie, Division of Statistical Information and
Studies, National Center for Educational Statistics

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Editorial Services DiviSion. Office of Public Affairs
Publications Division. of Publie Affairs

3. Division of University Programs. Bureau of Higher Edtica-
tion

4. Division of Academic Facilities. Bureau of Higher Educa
tion

5. DiVision of International Services and Research Stall. /In-
stitute of International Studies
School Construction Branch. Division of School .ASsistance.
in Federally- Affected . Areas. Bureau of Elementary and
Secondary Education

7. Division of Educational Services. Bureau of Education- for
the Handic:Tped...

8. Division of Training Programs. Bureau of Education for-the
Handicapped

9. Division of Research. Bureau of Education for the Han -
dicapped

10. Division of Manpower Development and Training. Bureau
of Adult. Vocational. and Technical Education

I I. Civil Defense Education Braneh. Division of Adult Educa-
tiOn Programs. Bureau of Adult. Vocational and Technical.
Education

12. pivisioif of .Vocational and TeChnical Education. Bureau/of
Ad6h..Vocational and Technical Eduegtion

13. Division (if Library Programs. BureatiOrlibraries and Edu-.
cationalTechnology . .

14. Educational Broadcasting Facil;ties .Prograih. Bureau of
Libraries and Educational Technology;

15. Division of Educational Laboratories. National Center foru.

Educational Research and DeveloPMent
16. Division of Elementary and Secondary Education Research. ,

National Center for Educati?nal Researchand Development
17. Division of Comprehensive and .Vocatitinal Education .

Research: National Center for Educational Research' and
Development .

18. Division of HigherEducation Research. National Centei for
Educational Research and Development

19. Construction Support Division. Office of Construction Ser-
vice
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20. Facilities Development Division. Office of Construction
Service

21. Contracts and ( ;rants Division. Office of Admipistration
22. (.ieneral Services I)ivision: )if ice of Administration
13. Automatic Data Processine (Mice of .Administra-

tion . .

24. Equipment 1)evelopment Branch. Office or i nformilion Dis-
semination .

.5. Practice Improvement,Division. National Center for Educa-
tional Communications.

16. Educational Materials Center. Office of Information
Semination

27.- Data Services Bank. Division. of Survey Operations. Na-
tional Center tier Educational Statistics .

28. Publications Ind Information Brandt:. DiviSion of Survey
Operations. National Center for Educational .Statistics.

RespondentEducation Area of National Responsibility:
-.1. PrOgram Officer. National Center for Educational Statistics

I.. Mission of the Office of Education. The mission of the Office of Educa-
tion (0E) is to collect :statistics and facts which show the condition and
progress of education in the U.S.. to disseminate this intbrmation to aid the
people of the United States in the establishment and maintenance of efficient
school systems. and otherwise -to promote the cause of education. ;Me OE
also administers Federal programs of financial assistance to education. and
conducts special programs and studies pertaining to education.

2. Extent of reesent Metric Usage. Only three orint: 28 respondents of OE
currently use the metric system in their activities. The Division of Educa-
iional Services uses metric Units in the production of films. The Civil
.Defense Education Branch' of the DiviSion of Adult Education Programs
uses -metric units. and engneering standards in movie equipment. -in the
production of films. and radiation measuring devices.. The Educational
Broadcasting Facilities Program indicates-use. of funds by Federal grantees
to buy foreign manufactured equipment which is based on the metric system.
The Division of Educational Services is the only respondent to cite specific
advantages of current metric usage: these are cost savings and facilitated in-
ternational cooperaiion.

3. Anticipated Changesif There is No National Plan for Metrication. Only
two respondents anticipate change's toward the metric system under this as7
sumption. The Educational Broadcasting .Facilities Program anticipates un-
specified changes toward the Metric system. Such.changes 'are expected to
increase annual internal costs- by 5 to It) percent. Nolegal problems are
foreseen. but problems in:operations are anticipated...Suck changes should
increase the program's capability because olthe resulting simplification of
standards.' In !Unit:, the advantages.oft his transition are expected to out weigh
the disadvantages. The Construction Support -Division also anticipates un-
specified changes toward-metrication. SUch changes are expected to require
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the training of personnel in metric usage and to cause an initial tiltiwdown in
review piesses because of unfamiliarity with the metric syStem. In the
lq,ng run. mission capability is expected to he enhanced by t Vese changes
because the Division will acquire a faster. delivery capability. The ad-
vantages of'shangeoyer are expected to Outweign the disadvantages because
of the resulting simplification of units and computations. /

Ten of the 28 OE respondents anticipate problems if,po changes toward
increased metric usage are made by OE. The mosceonunon anticipated
problems are increased inventories, dual dimensioning. and training because
of the increasing metric usage outside 40E.

. Anticipated Impact Cnder a Nationally Planned PrograM to Inerinselike
of Metric Nleasurement Units and Metric-Based Engineering Standards. Only
[Wu resp6ndents anticipate cost impacts under this assumption. The Educa-
tional Broadcasting Facilities Program expects costs to increase by S30.000
or:.by 5 to 10 percent diming the transition period. During the poSt-transition
period. annual internal savings of 530.000 or 5. to 10 Percent are expected.
The Division of School Assistance in Federally Affected Areas in the Bu-
reau of Elementary and Secondary Education expectS annual increased
costs during the transition of about 81.500 for the conversion of data regard-
ing about 1.500 construction projects. No cost impact is expected during the
post-transition period. All other OE respondents foreSee no cost impactS.

Ten, respondents expect to realize long-term advantages under this 'as-
sumption. More effective internatiotral promotion of U.S. standards and
operational impr vemem are most often cited. :Two respondents,4General
Services DiViS. m and Data Services Branch) anticipate long-term disad-
vantages uncle this assumption. These include cost increases and opera-
tional impairm nt. Eleven respondents think the advantages of metrication
would outweig t disadvantages: three respondents do not think .advantages
would outweigh disadvantages: and eight respondents ;we'llncertain.

To implement metrication. the Publications Division and the Division of
Vocational and Technical Education would have to revise existing text-
books and manuals. The Division of Academic Facilities. the School Con
struction Branch of the Division of School Assistance in Federally Affected.
Areas. and the Data Services Branch would have to train personnel in metric
usage. convert statistical data banks, and make necessary changes in forms.
documents. and related materials. The Division of Vocational and Technical
Education and the Construction Support Division would have to orient their
Personnel in metric usage. The Publications and Information- Branch would
have to start reporting survey fitcts in. metric terms. The Divis:on of Higher
Education Research would have to assist research and development efforts
in converting educational standards and help in revising engineering curricu-
la to impleMent metrication:

Five respondents (School Construction Branch of the Division of,School
Assistance in Federally Affected Areas, the Educational. Broadcasting
Facilities Program. the Division of Elementary Secondary Education
Research. the Constrnction Support Division. and the PubliCations and In-
formation Branch) anticipate problems other than cost problems in the event
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of metrication. These problems are anticipated primarily in the areas of
operations and oleducation and training.

5. Conclusion. 'I lVeJ of the 28 respondents of the Office of Education
recommend aoationally coordinated Procram ofitraosit ion to metricunits of
measurement and engineering stabdards. The remaining respondents n.mke
no recomMendathms on this issue. The Divisitin of Educational 1.aborato-
ries points out that metrication. has implications for the elementary school

. .

arithmetic curriculum (less emphitsis on fractions and more on decimals) and
a study should be made of this matter. The Construction Stippoo DivisiOn
thinkS the deans of engineering' schools and professional engineering and
architectural societies should be conSulted on the issue' of metrication.

Ten respondents regard a transition period of 10 years for metrication ty
satisfactory. Four. respondents recommend a transition period of less th4n.
10 Yeats. Three: 9f these respondents (Publications Division.: Educational
Broadcasting Fa/Oinks Program, and the Publications and Information''':-:
Branch) NcomMend a I-year transition period for metr,ication. The Educa-
tional BroadcaSting Facilitiesivrogran) thinks this shorter transition period
would reduce .its conversion costs and disruptionS by 50 pet-Cent. The Civil
Defense EduCation Branch. Division of Adult Education Programs.
recommends a transition period of 5 years for metrication. 'This, would
minimize confOsion and prevent unnecessary delays for the Branch. Four-
teen respondentS make no response'under this question.

/.

Impacts of Metrication on U.S. Education
.

Present Metric. Usage. The Office. of Education estimates that the metric
system is1 used in less than. one-quarter of all U.S.'educational
Usage.varies. depending on schoolade level. (elementary. secondary. or
college) ;'and course of study; No trends in metric usage in this area are
discerned and 0E.estim. ales that increasing domestic and \international use
of the-metric .system has had a negligibie impact" on U.S. educational

' Future Imparts of Aletricallon. Assuming thai there is no concerted na-
tional action to promote increased use of the metric system. OE estimates
that increasing domestic and international use Orate metric system will" have
little or no effect on U.S. educational activities.

If there-were a nationally pianned.Program.to increase use of the metric
sytem over a 10-year period. OE estimates that minor cost benefits might
result since then only one system of measurement would need to be

. 'presented. Most of the real benefits'of such aconversion would probably be
related to factorSof international communication and standards.

7 These are: Publications Division in Office of Public Affairs. Division of University Pro-
grams in the Bureau of Higher Education. Civil Defense Education Branch in Division of Adult
EdUcation Program. Educational Broadcasting Faeilities Program. Division of Educational
Laboratories. Division of Higher Educalion Research. Construction Support Division. Facili-
tics Development Division. Automatic Data Processing Division. Equipment Development
Branch in the Office of Information Dissemination. Practice" mpmvement Division:and Publi-
cations and Information Branch in the National Cenier for Educational Statistics.

See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p.'79.
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If the transition period exceeded I e:irs but wasless than 20 years. OE-
believes that the resadts4sconversion would probably be the same as for a
transition Of It years. duration , The Office cautions, however, that it might .
he more difficult to adopt a meaningful conversion program over a 207year

. period.. The 'tendency might be to delay adoption 'nailer than institute con-
version.' .." .

The OF estimates that increasing domestic and international use of the
metric system has had a nemligib/eimPact on its ability to perform-its mission
with respect to. U.S. education. 'Adoption of the metric system'would ini-
prove OE's 'effectiveness within U.S. education. Improvement would result .

from having only:One system'of measurement to teach and use. DifficultieS
would result during the initial conversion period when extensive programs
of population7wide national instruction would he necessary..

It'hui to lion Shuu1(111( TaAt..11 The Office of Education favors Conver-_.
. sion to the 'metric system because of the.iwivantages ola common data bases

among nations.. For education. however.cOnversion to the metric 'system
will not result in changes which would affect the processes of instruction..-

SOCIAL SECURITY ADMINISTRATION (SSA)

Liaison Representative:\
Henry E. Jacob, Division of Operating Facilities

RespondentsInternal Operations: .

I. Printing and Records Management Branch:'. Division of
Operating Facilities. Office of Administration

1. Realty and Space, Management Stall. Division of Operating
Facilities.Office of Administration

3. Nlanagement Serviees Branch. Division )1' Operating. Facili-
ties. Office Of Administration

4. Environmental Health SpeCialist: EMployee Health Service.
Office of Administration ,

5. Administration...Bin:eau of Data Processing and Accounts

Mission of the Social Security Administration. The. Social Security Ad.,/
ministration.(SSAI administers the Federall retirement; survivors.
and health insurance progrems.. /

2. Present Metric Usage. None of the five SSA respondents currently
use metric units or engineering standards in their activities.

3. Anticipated Changcs if There is No 'National. Plan for Metrication
(Assumption 11. No SSA resPondents foresee any increased metric uSage
under this 'assumption. If no changes toward.Metric usage are made. two
respondents anticipate probremS'because of increasing metric usage outside
of SSA. The'Printing and Records .Mamigement Branch. Division of Operat-
ing Facilities anticipates problems of dtial dimensioning. The Office of Ad
ministration. Bureau a Data ProceSsing and AccountS expect; problems of
training., dual dimensioning. and increased Conversion and interfacing.



Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Coordinated Program to Increase
. 11.,:e of Nletric Units and Engineering StamdatrdS. Under this assumption trio

/SSA respondents anticipate change in their costs during the transition and
post-transition periods.

Two of the five SSA respondents cite specific long -term advantages which
would result from the adoption of met riC measurement units and engineering
stand:t..Is. The Realty and Space Management Staff.. I)iVision,ot Opentting
FaCilities. cites openitional improvement and better international promotion
of U.S. standards as. the longAerm advantages of metrication. The Office of
Administration. Bureau of Data Processing and Accounts cites improve-
ment of international communication.

Only one respondent (Realty and Space Nlanagement Staff. Division of
Operating Facilities) expects problems during the transition period under
this assumption. These would occur in the areas of operations and education
and training of personnel.

In adopting the metric system. prOblems laced by SSA "are anticipated to.-
. \

he similar to those of other governmental agencies. operating in a non-
research or nonscientific environment. Metrication might have an impact on
building construction and space layout work: on the design of forms: on nu-
merous print shop functions: and on procurement processes.. Conversions

"might have to be made in the area of automated data procesing.
S. Conclusion. Two or live SSA respondents Savor a nationally coor-

dinated program of metrication and three are opposed to such a program.
Four of the live, SSA respondents are unable to estimate the adequacy of

a 10-year transition period for metrication. The Realty and Space Manage-
ment Staff. Division of Operating Facilities. favors a transition period of 2
years for metrication. because transition to metric usage would he an in
valved process. especially for people involved in engideering and constuc-
tion activities. The Mall -also thinks an extended transition period would con-
sidciably minimize costs of transition and disruptions.

SOCIAL AND REHABILITATION SERVICE

Liaison Representative:

Emmett C. Dye, Division of Program Survey and Statistics,
National Center for Social Stdtistics

Respondent Internal Operations:

I. DiviSion of Program Analysis. Assistance Payments Ad:
ministration

The Social and Rehabilitation Service administers the Feder n1 programs
providing technical. consultative. and financial support to States. local com-
munities. other organizations. and individuals in the provision of social. reha-
bilitation, income maintenance. medical. maternal and child health. family
and child welfare. and other such services to the aged and aging. children and
youth. the disabled. and families in need...
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The Social and Rehabilitation Service was represented by the Division of
Program Analysis. Assistance Payments 'Administration in the metric stir-
veY.The Division does not use metric units or engineering standards in any
of its currentiactivities. It does not plan to unilaterally adopt or increase ,

usage of the metric system.in any of its aclivities.;No problems arc foreseen
in the absence of any moves on the Division!S part toward metrication.

Under the assumption of a 'nationally.planned program to increase use of
metric units and engineering standards. the Division anticipates no direct
cost impact nor does it expect any major transitional problems.

The Division 'makes no recommendations concerninga nationally planned
program to increase use of metric units and 'engineering standards.

V
I.
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DEPARTMENT OF HOUSING AND
lTAN DEVELOPMENT (HUD)

Liaison R resentative:

Robert E. Plillpott, Acting Director of Building Technology and
Certification ivision, Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Research and echnology

RespondentsI ternal Operations:

I. C ,,..:e 4 International Affairs. Office of tIW Secretary
-2.. Office of the Deputy Under Secretary for Policy Analysis

and Program Evt(luation. Office of the Secretary
. '3. Low Rent Public Housing Branch. Office of the AsSistant'

. ,r.
Secretary for N! iortgage Credit and' Federal 1-lousinu'COm-

. .

missioner . i ' -: . .

4. Office of Techni,: 1 and Credit Standards. Office or the
As,sistant Secretary for Mortgage Credit and. Federal HZ.nis-
ing CommiSsioner

5. Standards Branch. Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Mortgage Credit and Federal HoosingCommissioner

- 6. 'Products AccePtance Branch. Office of. the Assistant Secre-
tary for Mortgage and Federal Housing Commissioner

7, Technical Standards (Land Planning). Office of the Assist-
ant. Secretary': for Mortgage Credit and Federal Housing
Commissioner .

. .
. i

8. Metropolitan Planning Division. Offiee of the 'Assistant
Secretary for Metropolitan. Development

9. Office of Housing Management. Office ofihb. Assistant
Secretary for Renewal and Housing ssistance

10. Planning and Engineering Branch. Redevelopment Division,
Office of the :Assistant Secretary for Renewal and- Housing
Assistance I'

I 1. Office of Assistant Secretary for Equal Opportunity
P. Operatipo Breakthrough. Office of the Assistant Secretary

for Research and Technology . .. .

. .

13. Environmental Factors and Public Utilities Division. Office.
of the Assistant Secretary for.Research and Technology .i

14. Urban Planning Research Lad Demonstration Program. op-
..

lice of the Assistant Secretary for Research and Technology
. .

. RespondentiEnvironmental'Pollution Control Area of- National
Responsibility:: ..

. ... 1 .. .

I. Environmental Factors. and Public UtilitieS Division. Office .
: of the Assiktnnt Secretary for Rescai-ch and Technology

J -
2. Deputy D rector for Water ResoOrces Research. Office ,of the

.....
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. Assistant ..Secretary for' Research :Uhl Technology
3. En'vironmental planning Division. Otliee of the Assistant

Secretary for Research and Techmilogy

I. Nlission of the Department of housing and Urhan Development. 'lte pur-
pose of [IUD is to promote sound developMentof the Nation's communities
and meiropolittm areas in which the vast majority or its people live and work.
To carry out such a purpose. I I UD'administers the following types of pro-
tuitms Within the Federal ( 4»:ernment: (11 assistance for hottsing and flop the
development of the Naiiim's communities: I 2) assistance to theTresident in
achieving maximum coordination of the various :Feikral activities which

a major effect upon urban community. subbrban. or metropolitan`have
deVdopment: (3) encouragement of solutions of f)roblems of housing. urban
develOpment. and mass transportation: (41encouragement of maximum con-

' tributions that may be made by vigorOus private homebuilding and mortgage
lending industries to housing.,urlian development. 'and the national econo-
my: and (5) provision of appropriate consideratiori of the needs and interests
of the Nation's communities.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. The metric syslem is used in Onlypree
of the 14 respondingoganizations: these are Office of International Affairs.
Office of Technical and Credit Standards. and the Environmental Factors
and Public Utilities Division,

The Office of I nternational Affairs uses the metric System in the prepara-
tion of building standards and Technical Assistance Manuals for use in
develOping countries. and. also. for analysis and domestic appliCation
foreign data from developing countries. Office of Technical and Credit
Standards says that drawings submitted in the jurisdiction of the San Juan.
Puerto Rico office are typically: detailed and ,dimensioned in metric units.
The Environmental Factors and Public Utilit)es Division )(Is metric Mats
and standprds.in-scientific aspects of noise abatement research and in certain
aspects aurban water management as well a$ other utilities research. In this
case. the related geientitic activities normAlly use *metric units: however. en-

, gineering and industry prefer the enstomay system.
3. Anticipated Changes if There is \o National Plan For Metrication

(Assumption O. Under this assumption. only three groups anticipate any
changes and only one of these (the Standards Branch in the Division of
Architecture and Engineering) anticipates a schedule .of specifiCeianges.

'-fl'he Standards Branch expects to start using metric fordescriptions of physi-
cal data in 1974 and descriptions of building measurements in 1976. With re-
gard to hardware .changes. the Branchects. performance standards in
metric in 1974. The reasons for theSe changes are to improve the quality of
performance ina world of increasing metric- usage.

The Office of Technical and Credit Standards. and the Environmental
s

!Factors and Public Utilities Division do not specify their anticipated
..changes toward increased metric usage under AssUmption I. Increased met-
ric usage in the world. though. Will lead to sonic increased metric usage
within these two organizations,'

Ten out of the 14 responding groups .expect' increasing problems if the
grOups make no changes toward further metric usage because 011ie increas-
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ing metric usage outside of HUD. The problems most often mentioned re-
late to: training, dual dimensioning. international cooperation. and increased
conversion.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption H). Under this assumption. only
three' responding subdivisions anticipate any cost impacts on their internal
operations during the transition or post - transition periods: nine expect no
cost impacts, and two (Operation Breakthrough and Office of Housing
Management) are uncertain whether there would be any cost impacts.

The Office of International Affairs expects a cost increase of $6.000 an-
nually. or Ito 5 percent, due to a $2,000 increase for analysis of foreign data
and a $4.000 increase for technical assistance to developing countries.

The Products Acceptance Branch expects a cost increase of $240.000 per
year (10 percent or over) because of additional costs of $40,000 for revi-
sions, $40.000 for training, $40,000 for publications. $20,000 for collabora-
tion with industry, and $100.000 for administration.

The Office of Technical and Credit Standards expects additional costs
of about $5,000 annually, or under I percent, for revising standards.

During the post-transition period, the Office of International Affairs ex-
pects an annual savings of $5.000.or 1 to 5 percent. due to a $2,000 annual
savings for analysis of foreign data, and $3,000 savings annually for techni-
cal assistance to developing countries. The savings would result in large part
from eliminating the necessity of converting foreign documentation for use
domestically.

The Products Acceptance Branch expects added costs during the post-
transition of $110,000 per year due to added costs of $20,000 for revision.
$20,000 for publications, $20,000 for collaboration with industry, and
$50,000 for administrative activities.

Operation Breakthrough and the Office of Housing Management cannot
estimate the cost impacts during the post-transition period. The other 10
respondents expect no cost impacts.

The Office of the Deputy Under Secretary for Policy Analysis and Pro-
gram Evaluation; the Office of Plans, Programs, and Evaluation in the Office
of Assistant Secretary for Metropolitan Development; the Low Rent Public
Housing Branch; Technical Standards (Land Planning) in the Office of the
Assistant Secretary for Mortgage Credit and the Federal Housing Commis-
sioner; the Planning and Engineering Branch in the Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Renewal and Housing Assistance: the Standards Branch in the
Office of the Assistant Secretary for Mortgage Credit and Federal Housing
Commissioner; the Urban Planning Research and Demonstration Program
in the Office of the Assistant Secretary for Research and Technology; En-
vironmental Factors and Public Utilities Division., and the Program
Planning and Evaluation Office in the Office of the Assistant Secretary for

The Urban Planning Research and Demonstration Program in the Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Research and Technology expects no cost impacts on its internal operations.
However. there would be some increased costs (about $100.000 per year) to the recipients of
funds given for contract research under the Program. It is unlikely. however. that there would
be any cost impacts on these contractors during the post-transition period.
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Equal Opportunity do not expect any cost impacts on internal operations
during either the transition or post-transition periods.

Nine out of the 14 respondents specify long-term advantages of metrica-
tion under Assuniption II. All nine groups say that international communica-
tion would be facilitated: six groups say that U.S. standards could be more
easily promoted internationally, which in turn would facilitate international
trade and cooperation: six say that there would be cost decreases: and five
groups say that there would be operational improvements (e.g.. simplicity of
calculations and decreased use of mixed units that causelkmbiguities) due to
metrication. Only the Office of Housing Management anticipates long-run
disadvantages: this group does not foresee any long-term advantages.

Nine respondents believe that the advantages of metrication would out-
weigh the disadvantages. Only the Products Acceptance Branch (unless
foreign trade in housing components expands tremendously) and the Office
of Housing Management believe that the advantages would not outweigh the
disadvantages.

Nine of the 14 respondents foresee specific problems within their groups
aside from the costs of changeover in converting to the metric system. The
chief problem would be in the retraining of personnel. There would also be
operational problems such as human resistance to change, the use of a dual
system, tlt,d loss of time spent in conversions. Some of tte existing measure-
ment equipment would become obsolete. The Urban Planning Research and
Demonstration Program would have to know of changes that local govern-
ments make in codes relevant to the Program's efforts.

In order to implement a changeover, HUD believes it would have to
establish training programs. Statistical and ADP systems whose files contain
measurements needing conversions would have to be redesigned. Additional
staff would have to be hired for revision of tables and standards, for training,
and for collaboration with industry. There would be some minor procedural
changes. All research contractors would be required to use the metric
system. There would have to be simultaneous efforts on the part of HUD
and local government in converting data records.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). Except for the Office of International Affairs, the cost im-
pacts, the long-term advantages and disadvantages, the problems, and the
implementation procedures under this assumption are virtually identical to
those described under the prior assumption.

In addition to the annual cost increase of $6,000 described under Assump-
tion I I, the Office of International Affairs expects a cost increase of $2,000
annually during the transition period for documentation of foreign ex-
perience in metrication. There would be no cost impacts upon the Office dur-
ing the post-transition period in addition to those post-transition impacts
described under the prior assumption.

Under this assumption, the Office of International Affairs does not expect
the long-term advantages of cost decrease and operational improvement that
it expects under Assumption I I. Because of this, the Office is uncertain, in
this case, whether advantages of metrication would outweigh disadvantages.
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6. Conclusion. In general. the H U D respondents arc in favor of a con-
certed national program to bring about metrication in engineering standards
as well as measurement units. Eleven of the 14 responding groups are in
favor of such a program. one (Office of Housing Management) is not in
favor, and two groups (Office of Metropolitan Planning. and Development.
and Program Planning and Evaluation Office in the Office of the Assistant
Secretary for Equal Opportunity) are uncertain.

Three respondents advocate Congressional legislation requiring metric
usage in the United States: these are the Products Acceptance Branch. the
Low-Rent Public Housing Sranch, and the Operation Breakthrough Pro-
gram in the Office of Research and Technology. The Urban Planning
Research and Demonstration Program respondent believes that the Federal
Government should make the metric system official. and that special funds
should be provided. The respondent in the Planning and Engineering Branch
in the Office of Assistant Secretary for Renewal and Housing Assistance be-
lieves that the Government should require metric usage in its activities. The
Office of International Affairs suggests that the Government should assist
industry by investigating implications of a changeover and preparing a pro-
gram of implementation. The Standards Branch respondent suggests a pro-
gram of education and training on a nationwide level.

Only four out of the 14 responding groups believe that the 10-year transi-
tion period would be satisfactory. Four groups believe that a longer or
shorter period would be more optimum. The Products Acceptance Branch
thinks that a 15-year period would be better because of the complexity of the
building industry. The Office of Housing Management believes that a 20-
year period would be more satisfactory. but does not explain why. On the
other hand. the Office of International Affairs believes that a 3-year period
in converting to metric measurement units would be better since this would
mean less time spent in a dual system: the Office already operates largely on
the metric system. However, the Office of International Affairs does not
know what the optimum transition period would be with regard to adopting
metric engineering standards. The Urban Planning Research and Demon-
stration Program believes that a 5-year program would be better for it would
reduce the time during which dual standards would have to be used.

Four of the respondents are uncertain what the optimum length of the
transition period would be. and two respondents make no reply.

Impacts of Metrication on Environmental
Pollution Control

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter
of all activities in environmental pollution control over which H U D has cog-
nizance. There is no trend toward further metric usage. To the present time,
the impact on pollution control activities over which HUD has responsibili-
ty has been trivial2 from the increasing metric usage.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase metric usage, most changes caused by the increasing worldwide and

11See "Classiliction of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.

421-813 0 - 71 -13



188 FEDERAL GOVERNMENT: CIVILIAN AGENCIES

domestic metric usage will cause few serious difficulties for H U D's environ-
mental pollution control responsibilities.

If there were a planned national program to increase metric usage, a
number of advantages would result. The advantages would include opportu-
nities for interchangeable international usage of techniques and instruments
necessary in environmental pollution control. No serious disadvantages are
anticipated.

The impact on the ability of HUD to perform its mission with respect to
its environmental pollution control responsibilities would be trivial. Some
training, conversion of units, and some changes in measuring devices would
be necessary. There would be improved effectiveness concerning)use of in-
ternational standards, international communication, and international
cooperation.

What Action Should Be Taken? In the area of environmental pollution
control, increased worldwide and domestic use of the metric system should
be encouraged.

185
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DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
(DOT)

Liaison Representative:

Robert D. Murphy, Office of Systems Requirements, Plans and
Information

The Department of Transportation was created for the purpose of
developing national transportation policies and programs in order to provide
cast. safe. t'fficient. and convenient transportation at the lowest cost con-
sistent therewith. The Department includes such operating agencies as the
Coast Guard. Federal Aviation Administration. Federal Highway Adminis-
tration, Federal Railroad Administration. Urban Mass Transportation Ad-
ministration, Saint Lawrence Seaway Development Corporation. and the
National Transportation Safety Board.

Following are subchapters which discuss the impacts of metrication upon
the following organizations within the Department of Transportation:

I. Office of the Secretary
2. Coast Guard
3. Federal Aviation Administration
4. Federal Highway Administration
5. Federal Railroad Administration
6. Urban Mass Transportation Administration
7. National Highway Safety Bureau
8. National Transportation Safety Board

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION (OST)

Liaison Representative:

Robert D. Murphy, Office of Systems Requirements, Plans and
Information

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Office of Facilitation, Office of the Assistant Secretary for
Policy and International Affairs

2. Office of Noise Abatement, Office of the Assistant Secretary
for Systems Development and Technology

3. Office of Hazardous Materials, Office of the Assistant Secre-
tary for Systems Development and Technology

4. Office of Telecommunications. Office of the Assistant Secre-
tary for Systems Development and Technology
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Respondent Policy and International Affairs Areas of
Transportation:

I. Director. Office of Systems Requirements. Plans and Infor-
mation

Respondent Environmental Pollution Control Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Office of Assistant Secretary for Environment and Urban
Systems

1. Mission of OST. The Office of the Secretary of Transportation is
responsible for the overall planning. direction. and control of departmental
affairs. Within OST, four' offices are judged to be sufficiently concerned
with metrication effects on internal operations to be included in the Survey.

These Offices are: (I) Office of Facilitation within the Office of the
Assistant Secretary for Policy and International Affairs; (2) Office of Noise
Abatement within the Office of the Assistant Secretary for Systems
Development and Technology; (3) Office of Hazardous Materials within the
Office of Assistant Secretary for Systems Development and Technology;
and (4) Office of Telecommunications, also within the Office of Assistant
Secretary for Systems Development and Technology.

The Office of Facilitation provides leadership in development and im-
provement of coordinated transportation services; identifies and resolves
impediments in processes. procedures. and documentation related to modal
and intermodal transportation; cooperates with industry and government in
formulation of U.S. positions in international meetings; recommends neces-
sary legislation: and fosters standardization of procedures, equipment, and
techniques.

The Office of Noise Abatement provides department policy and guidance
in transportation system noise abatement, research and development in in-
termodal generating, transmission, and human response to transportation
noise, and domestic and international coordination on uniform noise stan-
dards.

The Office of Telecommunications is the focal point for all telecommuni-
cations activities of DOT. including developing basic policy, assuring a basic
harmony of policy and purpose among the various operating administrations
within DOT, sponsoring advanced and intermodal research and develop-
ment and serving as the focal point for liaison with other government agen-
cies and industry.

The Office of Hazardous Materials is concerned with enforcing regulatory
provisions for container design, contents and transportation methods of
hazardous materials.

' Two offices in OSTOffice of the Assistant Secretary for Policy and International Affairs
and the Office of the Assistant Secretary for Environment and Urban Systemsprovide infor-
mation concerning impacts of metrication on transportation and environmental pollution con-
trol areas of national responsibility respectively. The impacts on these two organizational
responsibilities are discussed on pp. 192-194.

197
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2. Present Metric Usage. Three of the responding offices within the
Office of the Secretary use metric measurement units and metric en-
gineering standards. The Office of Facilitation, on the other hand, uses
neither metric units nor standards.

The Office of Noise Abatement uses units and corresponding standards
when working with length, time. mass, temperature, and electric current.
The Office of Telecommunications uses metric because the electrical fields
use metric units and standards. The Office of Hazardous Materials uses met-
ric units and metric engineering standards in a few regulatory provisions for
container design and contents for hazardous materials.

Advantages to the present metric usage within OST are operational im-
provement, increased international cooperation, and enhanced communica-
tion with scientific activities which normally use metric. The Office of
Telecommunications is legally bound to use the metric system in some ac-
tivities. No disadvantages are mentioned.

3. Anticipated Changes If There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). The Office of Hazardous Materials anticipates that in 1971
there will be a regulatory provision for free choice of units. This change will
come about because suppliers may force the change, and because of the in-
creasing worldwide and domestic usage of the metric system. The cost im-
pact of this change will be very small, less than I percent, either plus or
minus, of annual internal costs. The only costs involved will be for the man-
hours used in developing the conversion tables, and publication expenses.

Neither the Office of Noise Abatement nor the Office of Telecommunica-
tions anticipates any changes toward increased metric usage under Assump-
tion I. The Office of Facilitation is uncertain whether there will be increased
metric usage.

All four offices within OST cite problems if they do not make changes
toward increased metric usage under Assumption I because of the increasing
metric usage outside of OST. All four said there will be increasing problems
of international cooperation. All except the Office of Hazardous Materials
expect intensified problems of interfacing. The Office of Noise Abatement
and Office of Telecommunications anticipate increased conversion
problems. The Offices of Noise Abatement, Telecommunications, and
Hazardous Materials believe that legal problems will become more serious.
Finally, the Office of Hazardous Materials says that dual dimensioning will
become more of a problem.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). All four responding offices an-
tiCipate no significant legal or other problems which would arise from metri-
cation under this assumption. Because of this, there would be no internal
savings or added costs to their offices resulting from metrication.

All four respondents in the Office of the Secretary agree that long-term ad-
vantages would result from metrication under Assumption H. The four be-
lieve that international communication and cooperation would be improved
because of international uniformity and harmonization of standards. The Of-
fice of Noise Abatement and the Office of Hazardous Materials expect that
metrication would help promote U.S. standards internationally. The Office

1)8
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of Noise Abatement cites operational improvement as a long-term ad-
vantage because of elimination of the time and effort needed in conversions.
The Office of Hazardous Materials says that regulatory standards would be
simplified. No disadvantages are cited by any of the four respondents. All
four respondents expect that the advantages of the changeover under As-
sumption II would outweigh the disadvantages.

I n order to implement the changeover under Assumption II, the Office of
Facilitation would have to adopt size specifications based on the metric
system. The Office of Noise Abatement would have to change internal or-
ders: the Office of Hazardous Materials would have to publish conversion
tables and omnibus regulatory changes. The Office of Telecommunications
foresees no significant tasks in implementing the changeover.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). The four respondents within OST believe that the impacts
and implementation tasks under this assumption would be identical to those
under the prior assumption.

6. Conclusion. Three of the four offices within OST believe that there
should be concerted action to bring about metrication in the United States. in
both measurement units and engineering standards. The Office of Facilita-
tion does not know whether there should be concerted action. Th: Office of
Noise Abatement believes that a I 0-year transition period would be satisfac-
tory. The others provide no opinion on the optimum length of the transition
period.

The Office of Telecommunications believes there should be detailed stu-
dies on implementing the program by a joint government-industry-academic
committee. The Office of Noise Abatement thinks that there should be train-
ing in metric units. internal orders, and a schedule on which the changes
would be phased in. The Office of Hazardous Materials says there should be
a program of conversion of household measures, travel distances, and educa-
tional systems. In addition, interface conversion tables would be needed to
change over to metric engineering standards completely.

Impacts of Metrication on Policy and
International Affairs Areas of Transportation

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter
of all activities in the policy and international affairs areas in OST. There is
an increasing tendency to require the expression of international standards
(safety, operating, certification) in dual measurement systems. This trend is
evident in areas such as container standards and certification, and facilita-
tion (document sizes). Thus far, the impact of the increasing metric usage
throughout the world has had negligible impact on policy and international
transportation affairs. The use of metric-customary conversion charts has
solved most problems.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase metric usage, the overall effect on the policy and international af-
fairs areas will be negligible. OST will require at most a review of existing
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legislation to ensure that metrication has not adversely affected transporta-
tion standards.

A nationally planned program to increase the use of the metric system
would require OST to review all DOT legislation to ascertain the impact of
metrication on transportation standards. A period longer than the proposed
10-year transition period would require a corresponding increase in staff
work to maintain a continuous review of the impact of metrication, resulting
in increased cost to DOT as compared to the 10-year period.

The adoption of the metric system would probably improve the effective-
ness of the OST with regard to policy and international affairs because of
fewer errors due to a less complex measurement system.

What Action Should lie Taken? OST recommends that it should par-
ticipate in the development and acceptance of international transportation
standards expressed in metric units, and also that it should examine the feasi-
bility of requiring the use of the metric system to define standards for
specific segments of the domestic transportation system.

Impacts of Metrication on Environmental Pollution
Control Responsibilities of OST2

The Office of the Assistant Secretary for Environment and Urban
Systems is responsible for developing innovative solutions to urban trans-
portation problems; providing leadership in the initiation of urban transpor-
tation systems and urban environmental enhancement programs; and serv-
ing as the catalyst for translating these programs into balanced transporta-
tion projects through coordination of the resources of the Department. other
governmental agencies, and private industry. The Office is concerned with
transportation planning and environmental protection measures from a
"non-hardware" standpoint.

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is not used to any significant
degree within the environmental pollution control responsibilities of the Of-
fice of the Assistant Secretary for Environment and Urban Systems. There
is no trend toward fulther usage and, assuming no concerted national pro-
gram to increase metric usage, neither the Office nor its responsibilities will
be affected by the otherwise increasing metric usage throughout the world.

Future Impacts ()Metrication. If there were concerted national action to
increase metric usage, improved cooperation with other nations would
result. Increased use of the metric system could facilitate international
cooperation on minimal standards for pollution of the oceans and for aircraft
noise.

The Office is responsible for making the operating administrations in the
DOT more responsive to the requirements of local governments and more
sensitive to the needs for the protection and enhancement of the environ-
ment. To the extent that increasing metric usage would improve the con-
sideration of broad environmental and social factors in planning and imple-
me.niing transportation systems. such increased use would aid the Office in

imonnation provided by Office of the Assistant Secretary for Environment and Urban
Systems.
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carrying out its responsibilities. The impact on the ability of the Office to
perform its mission would be minimal.

What Action Should Be Taken? The Office does not believe that it has
adequate expertise in the metric field to suggest whether there should be
concerted national action to increase metric usage in the United States.

U.S. COAST GUARD

Liaison Representative:

W. 0. Henry, Office of Engineering

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Office of Public and International Affairs
2. Office of Engineering
3. Office of Operations
4. Office of Merchant Marine Safety
5. Office of Research and Development

RespondentTransportation (Shipbuilding) Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Office of Merchant Marine Safety

Respondent Maritime Environmental Protection Area of
National Responsibility:

I. Maritime Pollution Control Branch, Law Enforcement Divi-
sion, Office of Operations

RespondentBoating Safety Area of National Responsibility:

I. Office of Boating Safety

I. Mission of the U.S. Coast Guard. The Coast Guard is a service within
the Department of Transportation except when operating as part of the
Navy in time of war or when the President directs. The Coast Guard is
charged with the following responsibilities: carrying out search and rescue
operations and safety activities such as removal of dangers to navigation; in-
specting. licensing, and regulating vessels and related equipment as part of
its merchant marine safety program: maintaining a state of readiness to func-
tion as a service in the Navy in time of war: establishing and maintaining aids
to maritime navigation such as lighthouse and electronic aids: enforcing
rules and regulations governing the security of ports and the anchorage and
movements of vessels in territorial waters: enforcing all applicable Federal
laws on the high seas or on navigable waters of the U.S.: providing
meteorological and oceanographic data for other Government agencies: and
providing ice-breaking services for domestic marine commerce and military
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operations. All of these responsibilities would he affected to some extent by
a program of metrication.3

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. Metric measurement units and metric
engineering standards are used in all five of the responding subdivisions. The
following activities use metric units:

Office of Public and International Affairs telecommunications
almost wholly metric; dual systems in international agreements.

Office of Engineering Electronics. Civil, and Ocean Engineering
Divisions.

Office of Operations oceanographic measurements. weapon and
ammunition dimensions, lighthouse and buoy lenses, communi-
cation engineering and equipment.

Office of Research and Devek,pment because of the wide
diversity of engineering and scientific disciplines and activities.
both the customary and metric systems are used.

Office of Merchant Marine Safety review of hazardous cargoes
carried by foreign ships, international maritime conferences.

.111 respondents cite facilitated international cooperation as an advantage
ir4 present metric usage. Operational improvement is cited as an advantage
by the Office of Engineering; better communication with related scientific
activities is cited by the Office of Public and International Affairs, the Office
of Operations, and the Office of Engineering. The Office of Engineering
cites cost savings as an advantage. The use of metric units helps in the
review of drawings and specifications, particularly in the field of marine
safety. The Office of Research and Development believes that the present
necessity to use both customary and metric units and standards is an unfor-
tunate legacy. The resultant need to use conversion factors in engineering
computation is a simple but potentially unnecessary operation.

The advantages of using metric engineering standards are the same as
those cited for the use of metric measurement units, except that there are no
cost savings within the Office of Engineering.

Only the Office of Engineering and the Office of Operations identify dis-
advantages to their use of metric measurement units or metric engineering
standards. The Office of Engineering cites lack of familiarization, legal
requirements, and the fact that the engineering profession and industry
prefer customary standards. These disadvantages, however, are slight and
are limited to the civil engineering field. The Office of Operations believes
that lack of familiarity is the disadvantage in their use of both metric mea-
surement units and metric engineering standards.

The Office of Public and International Affairs and the Office of Engineer-
ing say that the advantages of their present metric usage outweigh the disad-
vantages.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Only one respondent anticipates changes toward the metric

3 The impact of metrication on the military readiness activities of the Coast Guard is covered
by the Department of Defense Metric Study.
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system under Assumption I. The Office of Operations says that in 1972.
ocean depth measurements will be given in meters. This change will occur
because of the increasing worldwide usage of the metric system. The added
cost of this change should be minimal (less than I percent). and will be due
to training and equipment costs.

Three offices foresee intensified problems if they do not adopt further met-
ric usage under Assumption I because of the increasing metric usage outside
the Coast Guard. The Office of Engineering foresees problems of training,
dual dimensioning, waste, increased inventory, increased conversion, and in-
creased interfacing. The Office of Operations cites dual dimensioning as an
increasing problem. Finally, the Office of Merchant Marine Safety says that
if it does not adopt greater metric usage, there will be intensified legal
problems and problems of training, dual dimensioning, international
cooperation, and increased conversion.

Under this assumption, one respondent (the Office of Public and Interna-
tional Affairs, which is already on the metric system) does not anticipate
problem areas developing if it does not adopt further metric usage.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). The Office of Engineering
expects cost increases of less than I percent during both the transition and
post-transition periods. The Office of Engineering lists annual added costs
for the following activities:

Transition
period

Post-transition
period

Office of Engineering:
Aids to navigation S 110.000 555,000
Marine sciences 5.000 2.500Training 100.000 20.000
Conversion of specs 100.000 50.000
Electronics procurement 40.000 5.000

Total 355.000 132.500

The Office of Operations expects a cost increase of about $3 million an-
nually (or under I percent) during the transition period: the Office expects
no cost impact during the post-transition period. The three remaining
respondents expect no cost impacts.

All of the responding offices believe that in the long term there would be
advantages resulting from metrication under Assumption II. The advantages
cited are: cost decreases by the Office of Public and International Affairs
and Office of Operations; promotion of U.S. standards internationally by Of-
fice of Engineering, Office of Merchant Marine Safety, and the Office of
Operations; and improved international communication by all the respon-
dents. Another advantage cited is the reduction in core requirements in com-
puters.

Disadvantages over the long term are cited by two respondents. The Of-
fice of Research and Development and Office of Engineering believe that
there would be cost increases in the total conversion to the metric system.
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Four respondents expect that the advantages of the changeover would
outweigh the disadvantages. The Office of Merchant Marine Safety has no
firm opinion on this subject.

In order to implement the changeover, the Coast Guard would have to
train engineering pen.onnel. dual dimension some drawings and specifica-
tions. change some technical publications, and phase in some new equip-
ment.

Three offices anticipate problems under Assumption II. The Office of En-
gineering expects problems regarding operations. maintenance and equip-
ment, education and retraining, and waiting for lagging industry to catch up.
Some equipment would probably have to be retired prematurely in order that
the organization could be more cost effective. The Office of Operations says
that certain tools and equipment would have to be acquired.

The Office of Merchant Marine Safety would have certain unique
problems. In many cases there might be a loss in safety in some of its regula-
tion measurements as a result of numerical round off. Many of the exact
numbers used in expressions such as "not greater than . . . feet" or "not
to be less than . . . feet" are based on current engineering practice and
contain known factors of safety. As these numbers are converted to their
metric equivalents and rounded off to convenient metric numbers. much of
this factor of safety and rationale is lost. An example is the conversion of 10
feet to 3.048 meters. However, rounding off to 3 meters (which equals 9.843
feet) may not provide the desired safety margin.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). The Office of Engineering and the Office of Operations an-
ticipate internal added costs for their subdivisions under Assumption Ill.
The Office of Engineering (which expects a cost increase of 5 to 10 percent
during the 10-year transition period and for an indefinite period beyond)
specifies the activities and the annual dollar figures as follows:

Transition
period

Post-transition
period

Office of Engineering:
Aids to navigation $880.000 $88.000
Marine sciences 40.001) 4.000
Training 100.000 20.000
Conversion of specs 500.000 100.000
Electronics procurement 200.00(.1 10.000
Custom manufacture of parts to engineering systems 1,000,000 2.000.000

Total for Office of Engineering 2.720.000 2.222.000

The Office of Operations anticipates an annual cost increase of $10 to $15
million (or I to 5 percent) during the transition period and no cost impact
during the post-transition period. The three remaining Coast Guard respon-
dents expect no cost impacts.

Following the transition period, all respondents foresee long-term ad-
vantages. All offices believe that international communication would be im-
proved. Three offices (Engineering, Operations, and Merchant Marine
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Safety) believe that promotion of U.S. standards internationally would be
helped. The Office of Engineering thinks there would be operational ;m-
provement. Cost decreases are expected by the Office of Public and Interna-
tional Affairs.

Two offices forecast disadvantages: the Office of Engineering and the Of-
fice of Research and Development say that there would be long-run cost in-
creases.

Four of the offices (Public and International Affairs, Engineering, Opera-
tions, and Research and Development) believe that the advantages of the
changeover would definitely outweigh the disadvantages. The Office of
Merchant Marine Safety has reservations about the relative advantages and
disadvantages.

All offices believe that the implementation procedures would be the same
whether under Assumption I I or III, except for the Office of Engineering.
The latter says that in addition to the steps cited under Assumption II. the
Office must insure procurement of new equipment in the metric system.

The Office of Engineering anticipates operational, maintenance and equip-
ment, and educational and retraining problems. There would be problems
caused by prolonged periods of operation using double standards because of
inability to procure parts for maintenance at a reasonable cost. Engineering
aiso says that there would be problems concerned with changing directives
to comply with industry standards. The Office of Operations expects
problems concerned with maintenance and replacement of some equipment,
and education and training of personnel.

6. Conclusion. Three of the Offices (Public and International Affairs, En-
gineering, and Operations) believe that there should be concerted action in
the United States to bring about changes toward metrication in both stan-
dards and units. The concerted actions suggested are retraining, and use of
metric units and standards in all federal procurement. The Office of En-
gineering suggests a 5-year transition period if there is metrication in units
only: the Office of Engineering suggests a 10-year transition period if there
is metrication in standards as well as units.

The Office of Engineering believes that the change is inevitable and
should be made as soon as possible to keep costs down. The Office of Opera-
tions states that it is "totally inconsistent with orderly thinking, planning,
management, etc., to continue to use the complex English system when a
perfectly logical, orderly decimal system exists."

The Office of Merchant Marine Safety is uncertain on whether it favors
such a program.

Impacts of Metrication on Shipbuilding
Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in between one-quarter

and three-quarters of all work applications in shipbuilding. To the present,
the impact of the increasing metric usage has had, in some cases, a severe'
impact on shipbuilding. In many cases, two standards must be used since a
convenient dimension in one system is generally awkward to use in the

See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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other. The difficulties of the current situation impair the ability of the Coast
Guard in dealing with its responsibilities concerning shipbuilding.

Future Impacts of Metriccaun. The present difficult situation concerning
shipbuilding will continue if there is no concerted national action to increase
the use of the metric system. The Coast Guard believes that unless the U.S.
acts now to convert to the metric system. the U.S. shipbuilding industry
would fall further out of step with the rest of the world.

What Action Should Be Taken? The United States should convert to the
metric system as soon as possible.

Impacts of Metrication on Maritime Environmental
Pollution Control

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter
of all work activities in the maritime environmental pollution control field
and there appears to be no trend toward greater metric usage. The increasing
worldwide and domestic metric usage has had trivial impact on maritime pol-
lution contro: since measuring instruments and technical activities have had
to use the metric system for many years. Most other problems caused by the
increasing metrication have been solved by using conversion charts.

Future Impacts of Metrication. ;f there is no concerted national action to
increase the use of the metric system, some increased inconvenience will
result within the pollution control field due to increased simultaneous use of
both the customary and metric systems.

A concerted national effort to increase the use of the metric system would
have very little effect on the maritime environmental pollution control field.
However, adoption of the metric system would improve the effectiveness of
the Coast Guard in dealing with maritime pollution problems. Everyone
would be familiar with the same units and conversion between larger and
smaller units would be easier. International communication would be
facilitated. Metrication would have trivial impact on the ability of the Coast
Guard to perform its mission with respect to maritime pollution.

What Action Should Be Taken? From the standpoint of maritime environ-
mental pollution control, it would be desirable to encourage adoption of the
metric system immediately or as soon as possible.

Impacts of Metrication on Boating Safety

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-fourth
of all work activities relating to boating safety and there appears to be no
trend toward increased usage. The impact of the increasing worldwide and
domestic use of the metric system has been negligible on the boating safety
field. The U.S. market for pleasure craft is the largest in the world and other
nations follow the U.S. lead in this product area. Because most boating lines
are not standardized, problems of interchangeability due to metrication are
minimized.

Future Impacts of Metrication. If there were a concerted national pro-
gram to increase metric usage, there would be very little impact on the boat-
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ing safety field and there would be negligible impact on the ability of the
Coast Guard in performing its mission. Some regulations. standards. etc..
would have to be changed to conform to the metric system. However, any
change should be made soon, in order to avoid increased costs of post-
poned metrication.

What Action Should Be Taken? The United States should convert to the
metric system immediately before the Coast Guard develops new regula-
tions and standards in accordance with the customary measurement system.

FEDERAL AVIATION ADMINISTRATION (FAA)

Liaison Representative:

R. H. Clinkscales, Flight Standards Service

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Airports Service
2. Air Traffic Service
3. Office of Aviation Economics
4. Flight Standards Service
5. Office of International Aviation Affairs
6. Logistics Service
7. Systems Research and Development Service

RespondentsAir Transportation Area of National Responsibility:

I. Administrator, Federal Aviation Administration
2. Director, Office of Aviation Policy and Plans

Respondent Aviation Safety Area of National Responsibility:

I. Flight Standards Service

Respondent Environmental Pollution Control Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Systems Analysis Staff

1. Mission of the Federal Aviation Administration. FAA is charged with
the following responsibilities: regulating air commerce to promote its safety
and development; achieving the efficient use of the navigable airspace of the
United States; promoting, encouraging, and developing civil aviation;
developing and operating a common system of air traffic control and air
navigation for both civilian and military aircraft; promoting the development
of a national system of airports; issuing and enforcing rules, regulations, and
minimum standards relating to the manufacture, operation, and maintenance
of aircraft as well as the rating and certification of airmen; locating, con-
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structing, installing. maintaining. and operating Federal visual and electronic
aids to air navigation: providing a system for the registration of an aircraft's
nationality, its engines, propellers. and appliances as well as a system for
recording aircraft ownership: and promoting civil aviation abroad by the as-
signment of technical groups. the training of foreign nationals. and the
exchange of information with foreign governments.

2. Present Metric Usage. Only two of the responding subdivisions in
FAA use the metric system to any noticeable extent. Airports Service
uses metric units in reporting airport dimensional units to the Interna-
tional Civil Aviation Organization (ICAO).

The Systems Research and Development Service uses both metric units
and standards to a limited extent because of legal requirements and because
related scientific activities generally use the metric system.

3. Anticipated Changes If There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Only two of the subdivisions in the FAA anticipate any
changes toward metric under Assumption I. The Office of International
Aviation Affairs plans increased use of metric units equivalents (not includ-
ing metric engineering standards) in internationally distributed publications
starting in 1972. These changes will occur because of the increasing world-
wide and domestic usage of the metric system. Costs of such changes will be
negligible.

The Systems Research and Development Service says that there will be
increased use of metric units and standards in its operations but does not say
when these changes will take place or what they will be. The changes will
occur because of the increasing domestic usage of the metric system. and
because suppliers may force them. The changes toward increased metric
usage will lead to added costs of 10 percent or more due to drafting costs for
conversion and also for double labeling. No legal problems are anticipated.
but there will be problems with logistics and with suppliers.

The respondents have identified problem areas that would exist in their
subdivisions if no changes were made toward metrication under Assumption
I because of the increasing metric usage outside of FAA. Problems of inter-
national cooperation are mentioned by the Air Traffic Service, Office of In-
ternational Aviation Affairs, and Logistics Service. Dual dimensioning
problems would increase within the Airports Service and the Air Traffic Ser-
vice. The latter mentions additional problems concerning training, increased
conversion, increased interfacing, and legal areas.

4. Anticipated Impacts Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Under this assumption.
the cost impact would not be significant for most of the respondents within
the FAA. The Systems Research and Development Service believes that
there would be a cost increase of over 10 percent (or about $1.500,000 per
year due to added costs for dual dimensioning) during the transition period.
However, there would be little significant added cost or savings within the
Service due to metrication in the post-transition period. The Air Traffic Ser-
vice expects a cost increase of about $200,000 per year (less than 1 percent)
due to necessary changes in instrumentation: no cost impact is anticipated
after the transition period. No other respondents expect any cost impacts.
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A number of long-term advantages in going metric under Assumption II
are expected by the respondents. Most believe that better promotion of U.S.
standards internationally and improved international communication would
result. In addition, the Air Traffic Service says that there would be opera-
tional improvement in that organization.

Four respondents (Airports Service, Office of International Aviation Af-
fait's, Air Traffic Service, and the Systems Research and Development Ser-
vice) say that the advantages of the changeover would outweigh the disad-
vantages primarily because there would be a single worldwide measurement
system. The Flight Standards Service expects that the advantages would not
outweigh the disadvantages.

In implementing the changeover, the FAA would have to revise its
drawings, specifications, and standards, change rules and regulations, retrain
personnel, and review its existing publications and documents to incorporate
metric units.

Only the Systems Research and Development Service and the Air Traffic
Service expect to be significantly affected by metrication under Assumption
II. The Systems R&D Service believes that there would be operational
problems and also problems connected with equipment and maintenance.
Also. all drawings, specifications, and standards would have to be revised.
The Airports Service expects retraining problems (air traffic controllers and
flight personnel would need retraining). This would involve extra workload
and air-ground communications time. All other responding subdivisions in
FAA anticipate no problems under Assumption 11.

In the aviation world, some very real, practical problems exist that would
make rapid conversion to the metric system costly. The most difficult
problem in world aviation would be the use of metric units for aircraft al-
titude, elevations and heights, and vertical speed. The preponderance of the
world's aircraft use customary units for calibration of their instruments in
these elements, and air traffic control procedures affecting the bulk of civil
aviation also use customary units to be compatible with the instrumentation.
Many of the countries that use metric units exclusively for other purposes
make an exception in the case of air traffic control procedures.

S. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). The impacts upon FAA would be virtually the same under
Assumption III as under Assumption II.

6. Conclusion. Four respondents believe that there should be concerted
action in the United States to bring about changes toward metrication in
measurement units and engineering standards. These four are: Airports Ser-
vice, Air Traffic Service, Office of International Aviation Affairs, and
Systems Research and Development Service. The concerted actions which
the respondents suggest are: mandatory use of metric units and standards by
government and industry, legislation requiring metric usage, increase metric
usage in schools, dual dimensioning of all commercial products, and pro-
grams advocating public acceptance of metric usage.

Only one respondent, the Flight Standards Service, is against concerted
action to bring about changes toward increased metric usage.
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Impacts of Metrication on Air Transportation
Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-fourth

of the work activities in American air transportation. There appears to be a
trend toward further metric usage. Some aircraft manufacturers are now
developing drawings and specifications in metric units before translating to
customary equivalents.

As the U.S. is the world leader in civil aviation, and the noncommunist
world air transport system is based primarily on customary units, there has
been tricial5 impact on air transportation so far from the increasing world-
wide metric usage. However, the International Civil Aviation Organization
(ICAO) currently has a panel considering steps toward "unification of units
of measurement in air/ground communications." Since 1964 the situation in
world civil aviation has been that there are two tables of dimensional units
approved for use by ICAO members, the so-called "ICAO Table," which is
entirely metric and the "Blue (interim) Table" which is identically metric ex-
cept for the units of measurement of altitudes, elevations and heights
(English feet) and vertical speed (feet per minute). There has been a trend in
recent years of more countries adopting the use of the "Blue Table." How-
ever, there is also a history in recent ICAO Assemblies of the U.S. being
consistently outvoted on issues related to eventual standardization on the
"ICAO (metric) Table" of dimensional units."

The impact of increasing metric usage on the ability of the FAA to per-
form its mission has been negligible.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase metric usage, the increasing worldwide and domestic metric usage
will lead to increased costs for tools and support equipment to handle a dual
mode system. If aircraft flight separation standards are changed, air traffic
controllers will have to learn a new system of altitude and distance measure-
ment; this would present a substantial problem.

If there were a planned national program to increase metric usage, sub-
stantial costs would be incurred initially by both the FAA and the aviation
community in retooling and new inventories. In addition, unfamiliarity with
metric distances would, for safety reasons, slow the handling of air traffic
during the conversion. Major reprogramming of computerized air control
systems would be required.

Several numerical indicators could be used as measures of the impact of
metrication on air transportation: U.S. aircraft sales to foreign airlines; in-
ventory levels of FAA, aircraft firms, and airline companies; indirect operat-
ing costs within airlines and FAA; and lengths of aircraft delays.

Adoption of the metric system by the air transportation industry in the
United States would improve the effectiveness of the FAA in dealing with

5 See "Classification of tntensilies of Impact" scale on p. 79.
"This information was extracted from Iwo internal reports of the Interagency Group on

International Aviation: Draft U.S. Posilion for the Sixteenth Session of the ICAO Assem-
blyAgenda Item 19Consideration of a Progress Report on Unification of Units of Meas-
urement (1968). and Extract from the Report of the Chairman of the United States Delegation
to the Sixteenth Session of the Assembly of the International Civil Aviation Organization
(1968).

421-813 0- 71 - 14

210 .



204 FEDERAL. GOVERNMENT: CIVILIAN AGENCIES

its responsibilities. There would, however. be a severe readjustment period
in technology and air traffic control methods during which effectiveness
would decrease. Eventually, improvements in U.S. technology sales and in-
terfaces with foreign concerns and countries could be expected. However.
total system effectiveness would not increase substantially in the long run.
A decision to convert to the metric system would have substantial impact on
the ability of FAA to perform its mission.

What Action Should Be Taken? FAA believes that in the long run. con-
version to the metric system would be desirable to standardize technology
and control in worldwide aviation. The U.S. should encourage a conversion
process over a minimum of 15 years.

Impact of Metrication on Aviation Safety

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter
of all work activities in the aviation safety field. There is a trend toward in-
creasing metric usage in the engineering and some research and development
areas. Most aviation medicine activities use the metric system. Generally,
the impact on aviation safety from the increasing worldwide and domestic
metric usage has been negligible except in the areas of research and develop-
ment, engineering, and aviation medicine. FAA's ability to perform its mis-
sion has not been impaired or affected by the increasing metric usage.

Future Impacts of Metrication. If there is no concerted national action to
increase metric usage, there will be negligible impact on the aviation safety
field. However, if there were concerted national action. the effectiveness of
FAA in dealing with its aviation safety responsibilitieswould be impaired in
the areas of altimeters, vertical speed indicators, and airspeed indicators.

What Action Should Be Taken? This FAA respondent does not believe
that any action should be taken to increase metric usage in the United States
with respect to FAA's activities.

Impact of Metrication on. Aviation Pollution
Control

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter
of all aviation pollution control activities. There appears to be no trend
toward increasing metric usage. The impact on aviation pollution control
from the increasing worldwide and domestic metric usage has been
negligible.

Future Impacts of Metrication. The impacts of metrication on the aviation
pollution control field and upon the ability of the FAA to deal with its
responsibilities in this field would be negligible. This would be the case
whether there would or would not be a concerted national action to increase
metric usage.
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FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION (FHWA)

Liaison Representative:

Lester P. Lamm, Office of the Director, Bureau of Public Roads

Respondent Internal Operations:

1. Office of the Director. Bureau of Public Roads

Respondent Highway Transportation Area of National
Responsibility:

1. Administrator. Federal Highway Administration

1. Mission of the Federal Highway Administration. The Federal Highway
Administration carries out the highway transportation programs of the De-
partment with respect to Federal and Federal-aid highway construction. ad-
ministration. and research: highway safety under provisions of the Highway
Safety Act of 1966: and motor carrier safety functions under provisions of
the Interstate Commerce Act that were transferred to the Department of
Transportation. The Federal Highway Administration seeks to coordinate
highways with other modes of transportation to achieve the most effective
balance of transportation systems and facilities under cohesive Federal
transportation policies. The major subdivisions of the Administration are the
Bureau of Public Roads and the Bureau of Motor Carrier Safety.

Only the Bureau of Public Roads (BPR) is participating in the metric sur-
vey. BPR administers the Federal-Aid Highway Program of financial
assistance to the States for highway construction. The Bureau also ad-
ministers the Highway Beautification Program and other authorized related
programs.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage (BPR). According to the respondents.
BPR does tiot use metric measurement units or metric engineering standards
in any of its work.

3. Anticipated Changes If There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). The respondents do not know whether any groups within
BPR will make changes toward greater usage of metric measurement units
or metric engineering standards. If. however. BPR does not make changes
toward greater usage of metric under Assumption I. problems will result in
the following areas: training, dual dimensioning. international cooperation,
increased interfacing, and legal.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Under this assumption. BPR's
annual cost of operation would increase by less than 1 percent because of an
annual added cost of about $1 million for training and printed matter. During
the post-transition period there would be an annual savings of less than I
percent of the operating budget because of an annual savings of about
$800,000 for "engineering" activities.
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The long-run advantages resulting from metrication under Assumption 11
are cost decreases, operational improvement, better promotion of U.S. stan-
dards internationally, and improved international communication. No long-
term disadvantages are cited by the respondents. The advantages of com-
mon language usage throughout the world resulting from the changeover
would outweigh disadvantages.

In implementing the changeover, BPR would have to establish priorities
among the various transportation areas such as highways or bridges. No
problems are anticipated in areas of operations, maintenance and equipment,
or retraining. No legal problems are foreseen.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). Under this assumption annual costs within BPR would in-
crease by $7,000,000 (or less than 1 percent) because of increased design
costs. During the post-transition period, however, there would be annual
savings of $5,000,000 (or less than 1 percent) because of decreased design
costs.

The long-run advantages cited by BPR resulting from metrication under
Assumption 111 are the same as those cited under Assumption 11. Similarly,
the advantages of metrication under Assumption III would outweigh the dis-
advantages, because of the standardization of modular units.

All other impacts under Assumption 111 are nearly identical to those cited
under Assumption 11.

6. Conclusion. BPR believes that there should be concerted action in the
United States to bring about metrication in measurement units and engineer-
ing standards. The respondents suggest action to acquaint the U.S. popula-
tion with metric language. With regard to units, the respondents believe that
there should be a program of making changes as soon as possible in those
areas where there are no large costs, followed by changes in more difficult
areas.

Impacts of Metrication on Highway Transportation
Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter

of all field activities in the automobile industry and in highway planning. The
highway field currently works in various measurement systems; e.g., chains,
feet, rods, acres, stations (surveying); feet, decimal feet (surveying, design);
yards, feet, inches (pavements, concrete form work); and metric system
(theoretical research, materials testing). There appears to be no trend toward
further metric usage. The impact of the increasing worldwide and domestic
metric usage on the automobile industry and on highway planning has been
negligible.? For example, while there is international exchange of highway
technology, the product is not exportable or importable.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase metric usage, the impacts of the increasing worldwide and domestic
metric usage on highway transportation will be negligible. Under this as-

See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scaleon p. 79.
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sumption, there will be little change in present conditions with regard to met-
ric usage in highway planning or safety activities.

If there were a planned national program to increase metric usage, metri-
cation would have wide impacts on highway planning. Highway plans and
standards would have to be changed: engineering equipment recalibrated:
highway signs (mileage, speed) changed to metric: 8 odometers and
speedometers calibrated to metric, etc.

The problem of metrication is not in the technical feasibility, but rather in
defining the costs and resulting benefits, neither of which are simple tasks.

During the conversion period, metrication would impair the effectiveness
of FHWA in carrying out its responsibilities. However, in the long run, there
would be little or no impact on the FHWA's effectiveness. The impact of the
increasing metric usage on the ability of FHWA to perform its mission
would be trivial.

What Action Should Be Taken? In view of the worldwide tendency
toward metric usage, the FHWA supports conversion to the metric system,
although at present it is "not actively promoting it".

FEDERAL RAILROAD ADMINISTRATION (FRA)

Liaison Representative:

Kenneth L Lawson, Chief, Rail Technology Division

RespondentsInternal Operations:

I. Bureau of Railroad Safety
2. Engineering, Research and Development Division, Office of

High Speed Ground Transportation

RespondentRailroad Transportation Area of National
Responsibility:

1. Office of High Speed Ground Transportation

RespondentRailroad Safety Area of National Responsibility:

1. Engineering Branch, Bureau of Railroad Safety

1. Mission of the Federal Railroad Administration. The general purpose of
the Federal Railroad Administration is to consolidate Government support

" With regard to highway signs, for example. a BPR estimate shows a net cost of about $30
million (one-time cost) to replace the approximately 950.000 highway signs along both sides of
the 3,300.000 miles of highways in the United States (not including city streets). This dollar
figure .Joes not include the cost of replacing the innumerable signs along city streets (e.g., signs
showing bridge clearances or speed limits). As the law now stands, the DOT itself would not
pay the cost of replacing highway signs even on the Interstate Highway System. On the in-
terstate system. replacement of highway signs is a maintenance expenditure; this type of expen-
diture normally is borne by the State.
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of rail transportation activities, to provide a unified national policy. to con-
duct research and development activity in support of improved rail transpor-
tation and its future requirements, and to serve as the principal organization
for assistance to the Secretary of Transportation on all matters relating
thereto.

The principal programs of the Administration are railroad safety . high
speed ground transportation, and The Alaska Railroad. The Bureau of Rail-
road Safety and the Office of High Speed Ground Transportation are
respondents in this Survey. The Bureau of Railroad Safety administers and
enforces specific Federal Statutes relating to common carriers engaged in in-
terstate commerce by railroad. The Bureau inspects railroad and related in-
dustry equipment and records, reviews. required reports, and investigates ac-
cidents. Specific responsibilities include locomotives, safety devices, safety
appliances on railroad cars and engines, power brakes on trains, signals and
controls on the operation of trains: safety regulations for rail and pipeline
transportation of hazardous material; and compliance reviews of hours of
service and rest periods of employees connected with the movement of
trains. The Bureau also investigates and issues reports concerning collisions,
derailments, and other railroad accidents resulting in serious injury to per-
sons or to property of a railroad.

The Office of High Speed Ground Transportation plans and implements
a prograiyi of research, development, and demonstration in high speed
ground transportation.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. At present, only the Research and
Development Division of the Office of High Speed Ground Transportation
(OHSGT) uses metric units in any of its activities. Metric units are used
only in those activities involving tracked air cushion vehicles (TACV). The
TACV designs are in dual units for purposes of international cooperation
and commerce and because the scientific community prefers metric units.
The French have done substantial development work on TACV's (almost
exclusively in metric units). The advantages of present usage outweigh the
disadvantages.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Under this assumption, neither respondent anticipates any
changes toward metrication. Both the Bureau of Railroad Safety and
OHSGT foresee problem areas, however, if their subdivisions do not make
changes toward further metric use. There will be intensified problems of in-
ternational cooperation, of conversion from one system to the other, and of
interfacing between the two systems.

4. Anticipated Impact Under A Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). OHSGT expects added costs
for some activities and savings for other activities during the transition
period. There would be no net cost impact. During the post-transition
period, there would also be added costs for some activities and savings for
other activities, but no net cost impact. The Bureau of Railroad Safety does
not anticipate any cost impacts under either the transition or post-transition
periods.
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The Bureau of Railroad Safety and OHSGT agree that long-term ad-
vantages. but no long-term disadvantages, would result. They cite opera-
tional improvement, easier promotion of U.S. standards internationally, and
improved international communication as advantages. In addition. OHSGT
believes that there would be long-term cost decreases.

In order to implement the changeover, the Bureau of Railroad Safety
would have to obtain new equipment and conversion tables. OHSGT would
require its contractors to prepare plans in metric units. OH SGT would also
change units on existing drawings and obtain conversion tables.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). According to the respondents the impacts of metrication
under this assumption would be identical to those described under the prior
assumption, except that there would be a $50.000 annual savings during the
post-transition period for OH SGT.

6. Conclusion. Both respondents at the Federal Railroad Administration
favor a concerted program of metrication in both measurement units and en-
gineering standards. A 5-year transition period is preferred over a 10-year
period.

Impacts of Metrication on Railroad Transportation

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in no significant work
activities within American railroads. There appears to be no trend toward
metric usage.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming that there will be no concerted
national action to increase metric usage, the American railroads will not
adopt the metric system within any of their activities. There will be no im-
pact on the FRA from the increasing worldwide and domestic metric usage.

If there were a nationally planned program to increase metric usage, there
would be increased inventory costs during the changeover period for the rail-
roads. The difficulties would continue for the duration of the conversion
period. Because of this, a short changeover period would be preferred by the
railroads. Adoption of the metric system in the United States would slightly
improve the effectiveness of the FRA within its area of responsibility over
the long term; however, its short-term effectiveness would be impaired.

What Action Should Be Taken? The operation of the American railroads
would not be affected appreciably one way or the other by metrication.
Therefore, if there is to be a conversion to the metric system, it should be
done in as short a time as possible.

Impacts of Metrication on Railroad Safety
Preient Metric Usage. The metric system is not used by American rail-

roads for their safety activities, and there is no trend toward metric usage.
There has been no impact on railroad safety from increasing worldwide and
domestic metric usage.
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Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
.

increase metric usage, the railroads will not adopt the metric system in any
of their safety activities, and there will be Negligible impact on railroad safety
from the increasing worldwide and domestic metric usage.

If there were a nationally planned program to increase metric usage, the
effects on railroad safety would be negligible. However, adoption of the met-
ric system would improve the effectiveness of the FRA in dealing with its
responsibilities over the long run: in the short run, there would be some addi-
tional workload. All in all, the impact on the FRA's ability to perform its
mission with respect to railroad safety would be negligible."

What Action Should Be Taken? The FRA would like to see increasing
metric usage within its railroad safety area of responsibility.)

URBAN MASS TRANSPORTATION ADMINISTRATION
(UMTA)

Respondents Urban Mass Transportation, Environmental
Pollution Control, and Safety Areas of National Responsibility:

I . Director, Special Projects
2. Director, Research Branch

The UMTA ( I ) assists in the development of improved mass transporta-
tion facilities, equipment, techniques, and methods with the cooperation of
both public and private mass transportation operators; (2) encourages the
planning and establishment of areawide urban mass transportation systems
needed for economical and desirable urban development, with the cooperr.-
tion of both public and private mass transportation operators: and (3) pro-
vides assistance to State and local governments and their instrumentalities
in financing such systems, to be public or private as determined by local
needs.

Impacts of Metrication on Urban Mass
Transportation°

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter
of all work activities in the urban mass transit field and there seems to be no
trend toward further usage. The increasing worldwide and domestic metric
use has had negligible impact on the urban mass transit field. The United
States has few foreign markets for urban transportation equipment and
makes relatively small purchases that would be affected by the metric
system.

9 See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
' "The UMTA was asked to supply information on the environmental pollution control and

safety areas over which it has responsibility. The impacts on these two areas from the stand-
point of UMTA would be similar to those described with regard to the transportation area of
responsibility.
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Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming that there will be no concerted
national action to increase metric usage, there will be little effect from the in-
creasing worldwide metric usage on the urban transit field in the United
States. Actually, purchases from foreign countries using the metric system
will probably become more complicated and more expensive.

If there were a planned national program to increase the use of the metric
system over a 10-year period, conversion would be tremendously com-
plicated in the transit field. Transportation equipment has a life expectancy
of greater than 10 years. A 20-year transition period would enable equip-
ment to be replaced with fewer difficulties and costs.

Adoption of the metric system would certainly impair (at first) the effec-
tiveness of the U MTA in dealing with its areas of responsibilities. Over the
long term, however. metric standards should simplify manufacturing,
procurement and dealings with foreign suppliers. Other than this simplifica-
tion, the ability of the U MTA to perform its mission would not be affected.

What Action Should Be Taken? The UMTA feels that the U.S. transit in-

dustry is not one of the major elements in a decision on whether the United
States should go metric. For the long term, conversion would be "nice to do"
to keep the industry in harmony with other facets of the economy. Since met-
rication does offer some long term advantages, conversion which could
occur as systems are replaced or tooling is changed would seem attractive to
the urban transit industry and to the UMTA from the standpoint of ad-
ministering the various U MTA programs.

NATIONAL HIGHWAY SAFETY BUREAU

Respondent Highway Safety Area of National Responsibility:

I. Deputy Director for Technology

1. Mission of the National Highway Safety Bureau. Originally the Bureau
was organized as a component part of the Federal Highway Administration.
On March 22, 1970, it was separated from the Federal Highway Administra-
tion and became a separate operating administration of the Department of
Transportation, reporting directly to the Secretary. The Bureau carries out
those portions of the highway safety program relating to motor vehicles and
drivers under the National Traffic and Motor Vehicle Safety Act of 1966
and the pertinent provisions of the Highway Safety Act of 1966.

The National Highway Safety Bureau was established to carry out a con-
gressional mandate to reduce the mounting number of deaths and injuries
resulting from traffic accidents on the Nation's highways. In accordance
with these national .goals the National Highway Safety Bureau provides
leadership to and coordination of programs to improve the safety of motor
vehicles and components, pedestrian safety through education, and the
problems of driver behavior that relate to safety.

Impacts of Metrication on Highway Safety
Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-fourth

of all activities in the highway safety field. There is some increased aware-
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ness of metric dimensions and specifications due to the growing influence of
foreign cars in the U.S. economy. The impact of this increasing metrication
has had a substantial impact on highway safety because: (I) dual dimension-
ing of engineering drawings and specifications has created major problems
and (2) the increasing proportion of foreign (metric measure) cars in the U.S.
vehicle population creates parts and hand tool problems in the repair and ser-
vice industry.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase metric usage, serious problems in ccmpatibility of replacement
parts, design and test specifications, and all types of service tools will con-
tinue.

If a smooth changeover to the metric system is to be accomplished, a na-
tionally planned program is essential. A 10-year period would probably be
too short in view of the massive impact to the American economy of any
changes to the motor vehicle. However, metrication should be feasible in
less than 20 years. The benefits of metrication would be significant. How-
ever, major difficulties and changeover pains would add to both government
and industry workload during the transition period.

Metrication would greatly assist foreign auto manufacturers in penetrating
U.S. markets, probably more so than with most other consumer products,
since service and repair considerations can influence auto buying attitudes
significantly. Today many consumers may refuse to buy a foreign car
because they know their corner gas station cannot service it properly.

Adoption of the metric system in the United States would improve the ef-
fectiveness of the National Highway Safety Bureau within its area of respon-
sibility. Once metric standardization has been achieved, uniform specifica-
tions can be used for all vehicles (foreign and domestic) in setting per-
formance requirements and compliance limits. During the transition period,
there would be a substantial impact on the ability of the Bureau to perform
its mission. Major operational problems and increased workloads would
exist in areas of technical standards and specifications.

What Action Should Be Taken? The influence of the automobile per-
meates the American social, economic, and political structure. Metrication
in this area would bring major benefits in product and service standardiza-
tion: but the enormous impact of even small changes must be carefully calcu-
lated (e.g., the "simple" task of changing from customary to metric units on
roadsigns). Because of these factors, a carefully planned national program is
required. Major economic impacts must be considered in advance and han-
dled properly. The Bureau believes that, ultimately, metric standardization
benefits would be worth the effort.

NATIONAL TRANSPORTATION SAFETY BOARD
(NTSB)

RespondentAutomobile Safety Area of National Responsibility:
I. Bureau of Surface Transportation Safety

The NTSB has the authority to investigate, determine the probable cause,
and issue reports on all civil aviation accidents; make final cause determina-
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tion and report the facts and circumstances of major surface transportation
accidents, relying on the Administration within the DOT to investigate such
surface accidents; and to make recommendations for the purpose of prevent-
ing accidents and promoting safety in transportation. The NTSB also con-
ducts special transportation safety studies, examines the adequacy of trans-
portation safety standards, and determines compliance with these standards,
and reviews on appeal actions against any certificate or license issued by the
Secretary or an Administrator of the Department of Transportation. The
NTSB is independent of the Secretary and other offices and officers of the
Department.

The NTSB does not have any responsibility for the preparation or is-
suance of standards or specifications. Therefore, the problems of adaptation
or conversion should be minimal. Nevertheless, the Board's functions will
be affected by any degree of metrication because:

a. Investigation and determination of cause of transportation ac-
cidents necessarily involve detailed consideration of a myriad of
dimensions, weights and mealures of the vehicles, pathways, and
environments analyzed;

b. Constant reference is made to textbooks, blueprints, manuals,
regulations, and design criteria; and

c. All operating instructions, charts, sketches, guidelines, etc., are
presently based upon the U.S. system of measurements.

Impacts of Metrication on Automobile Safety

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter
of all work activities in the automobile safety field. The only trend toward
further metric usage has been limited to foreign-built vehicles, which
represent approximately 5 percent of highway vehicles in the United States.
The impact on the automobile safey area from the increasing worldwide and
domestic metric usage has been negligible." Since NTSB is not a regulatory
agency, the only effects on NTSB are in the review of vehicle plans (in met-
ric system) in those instances where foreign-built vehicles are involved.
There has been no impact on the Safety Board's ability to perform its mis-
sion.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase metric usage, there will be no effects on automobile safety or on
NTSB's activities.

If there were a concerted national program to increase metric usage, cer-
tain changes would be required in manuals, data, plans, specifications, and
all measurements in transportation systems. Minor difficulties could be ex-
pected to hamper investigators during the conversion period. The length of
the conversion period would have very little effect upon the Safety Board's
activities. Some impairment of effectiveness would result initially; however,
after adoption by industry, there would be no adverse effects from metrica-
tion on the automobile safety activities.

" See -Classification of Intensities of Impact- scale on p. 79.
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What Action Should Be Taken? In view of the relatively minor effect on
the Safety Board as compared to industry and U.S. government regulatory
agencies, NTSB believes that the Board is not in a position to comment in
respect to metrication.
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ATOMIC ENERGY COMMISSION (AEC)

215

Liaison Representative:

Frederick J. Shan, Assistant Director for Nuclear Facilities,
Division of Operations Safety

Respondents Internal Operations:

A. In-House

I. Nevada Operations Office
2. Burlington AEC Plant
3. Division of Isotopes Development
4. Division of Reactor Standards
5. Division of Contracts. Headquarters
6. Fallout Studies Branch, Division of Biology and Medicine
7. Engineering Branch, Division of Construction
8. Transportation Management Branch, Division of Construc-

tion
9. Staff Communications Branch, Division of Construction

10. Naval Reactors Division
I I. Production Division
12. Raw Materials Division
13. Division of Reactor Development and Technology
14. Research Division
15. Space Nuclear Systems Division
16. Office of Safeguards and Materials Management

B. Contractors:

17. Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory
18. Sandia Laboratories
19. AEC Albuquerque Operations, Bendix, Kansas City Divi-

sion
20. Rocky Flats Division, Dow Chemical Company
21. Mound Laboratory, Monsanto Research Corporation
22. Pantex Plant, Mason and Hanger, Silas Mason Company,

Inc.
23. Pinellas Peninsula Plant, Pinellas Area Office, General Elec-

tric Company
24. Lawrence Radiation Laboratory, University of California

RespondentAtomic Energy Area of National Responsibility:

I. Division of Reactor Development and Technology

4
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Respondent Environmental Pollution Control Area of National
Responsibility:

1. Pollution Control Branch. Division of Operations Safety

1. Mission of the Atomic Energy Commission. The AEC administers and
encourages private participation in programs in research and development.
international cooperation, production of atomic energy and special nuclear
materials, and the dissemination of scientific and technical information. The
Commission has responsibility to protect the health and safety of the public;
and to regulate the control and use of source. by-product, and special nuclear
materials.

Thus. the Commission is charged with two basic responsibilities: to
develop nuclear energy and to regulate its use. Both responsibilities are like-
ly to be affected by metrication.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. All 24 of the responding AEC subdivi-
sions use the metric system. Most activities in electronic and chemical en-
gineering and nuclear science and nuclear engineering use the metric system.
Mechanical engineering activities in AEC are largely in the customary
system, but not entirely. Plant Engineering uses the customary system al-
most exclusively.

Following are examples of AEC operations in which the metric system is
used: measurement of radioactivity and radiation: sales and leases of nuclear
materials: sales of uranium enrichment services; contracts involving con-
struction of reactors; regulations governing the packaging and transportation
of radioactive materials; reactor core physics; receiving and shipping
weights of isotopes; laboratory studies in geophysics, geochemistry and
metallurgical treatment of uranium bearing materials; quantities of special
nuclear materials and radioistopes: and, heat treating processes. Nuclear
energy is one of the few technological fields that has sprung directly from the
pure sciences. Since metric units are the basic language of pure physics and
chemistry, most materials peculiar to the nuclear industry are already mea-
sured in metric units. Special nuclear and by-product material (fissile fuels
and radioisotopes) are bought and sold in metric units. By coincidence, elec-
trical energy, production of which is a major commercial application of
nuclear science, is also dealt with in metric units.

Therefore, measurement units in the nuclear field, where such measure-
ments pertain to things used only in the nuclear field, are generally metric.
Standards peculiar to the field (e.g., radiation standards) are also metric, as
a rule.

There are, however, many units and standards currently in use in nuclear
technology which pertain to matters not exclusively nuclear. Thus, although
a nuclear power plant may be fueled with a number of kilograms of uranium,
and may produce a certain number of kilowatts of power, there may be many
pumps in the plant rated in gallons per minute, many pipes and valves
specified in standard inch modules, and many gauges in degrees Fahrenheit.

Customary and metric systems are used together in uranium ore
processing operations. Usually laboratory measurements are in metric units
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while production operations measurements are in customary units.
Research reactors may produce fluxes of neutrons measured in neutrons

per square centimeter per second to irradiate milligrams of special materials.
At the same time, they may discharge their waste heat through heat exchan-
gers rated in BTU per hour.

Obviously, if one system of units were used throughout, the industry
would benefit in clarity of communication and simplicity of engineering
description. The chief benefit to this particular industry would, in fact, be the
elimination of repeated changes from one system to another in each in-
dividual endeavor. The chief disadvantage of conversion to metric units of
measurement would be in the changing of prior records and reports.

Changing to metric engineering standards and modules presents quite
another set of considerations. Although, nuclear materials are measured in
metric units, most large scale equipment typical of nuclear plants is built to
ABC (American-British-Canadian) dimensions. Pipes, valves, tanks, and
their fastenings are usually in nominal inch sizes. And, of course, buildings
are constructed to nominal foot dimensions, with standard structural mem-
bers in customary sizes.

It is evident, then, that though materials which are peculiarly nuclear are
measured in metric units, major nuclear engineering installations, as is the
case with major engineering installations of all kinds in the United States,
use customary units. No real trend in either direction is currently discerni-
ble, and barring action by other parts of the economy, it is likely that the
nuclear field will continue to straddle the metric-customary fence, measuring
its own products in metric units and ordering its equipment in customary
sizes. Most of the responding subdivisions believe that the advantages of the
present metric usage in AEC outweigh disadvantages.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Under this assumption, only four groups say that they would
change and only one (the Space Nuclear Systems Divisiod) expects almost
total use of metric units, though not of metric engineering standards, in
design studies and performance analyses by 1975. The reasons for change
are the uniformity and consistency which the metric system would lead to in
a world of increasing metric usage. There would be slight added costs (under
1 percent) for a short time because of the lack of use of metric units in certain
engineering disciplines. The Division of Isotopes Development, the Trans-
portation Management Branch in the Construction Division, and the Fallout
Studies Branch do not specify anticipated changes toward increased metric
usage.

If respondents make no change toward metric units and/or engineering
standards under Assumption I, most expect problems to result because of
the increasing metric usage outside of AEC. Problems mentioned most often
are: dual dimensioning, increased conversion, increased interfacing, and dif-
ficulties in international cooperation.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Under this assumption, most
subdivisions expect cost increases, especially during the transition period
(one expects a savings during the transition). Most of these groups, however,
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who believe they can estimate cost increases think they would be small: only
the Division of Naval Reactors expects its cost increase to exceed 10 per-
cent. All agree that the main expenditure would be during transition, and
only two (contractors supplying special devices for the Division of Military
Application) believe there would be much chance to recoup the money spent
through later savings. In most cases, estimated costs in both the transition
and post-transition are gross approximations.

The Division of Isotopes Development expects a savings of $500,000 an-
nually, or 5 to 10 percent, because of the elimination ofconversion activities
and problems.

Those who expect cost increases during the transition period of under I
percent are:

a. Nevada Operations Officean annual cost increase of
$250,000: $75,000 for engineering, $62,500 for design,
$62,500 for construction, and $50,000 for maintenance.

b. Burlington AEC Plant an annual cost increase of $10,000
for its operations as a whole.

c. Division of Construction (Engineering Branch) an annual in-
crease of $19,000: $15,000 for revising engineering and con-
struction criteria, and $4,000 for updating reference materials.

d. Production Division (no activities or costs specified).
e. Space Nuclear Systems Divisionan annual cost increase of

$50,000 in space nuclear power and propulsion areas.
f. Division of Reactor Development and Technology an an-

nual cost increase of $1 million for retraining and recalibrat-
ing.

g. Sandia Laboratories an annual cost increase of $95,000:
$30,000 for design, $20,000 for fabrication, $20,000 for in-
spection and $25,000 for training activities.

h. Dow Chemical (Rocky Flats Division)an annual cost in-
crease of $79,000: $29,000 for manufacturing, $20,000 for
research and development and $30,000 for services activities.

i. Mason and HangerSilas Mason Co.. Inc. (Pantex Plant)
an annual cost increase of $10.000: $5,000 for training and
$5,000 for conversion activities.

j. Lawrence Radiation Laboratoryan annual cost increase of
$50,000 to $100,000 assuming a 10-year period for compara-
bility. Actually the total transition costs would be $500,000 to
$1 million over a 20-year period.

Those who expect transition cost increases of 1 to 5 percent are:
a. Bendix (Kansas City Division)an annual cost increase of

$90,000: $15,000 for design, $30,000 for manufacturing,
$25,000 for inspection and $20,000 for training activities.

b. General Electric Company (Pinellas Peninsula Plant) an an-
nual cost increase of $220,000: $30,000 for specifications,
$50,000 for materials, $20,000 for production, $100,000 for
equipment, and $20,000 for facilities activities.
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Those groups who expect cost increases of 5 to 10 percent during the
transition are:

a. Division of Construction (Staff Communications Branch) an
annual cost increase of $10.000 for administration and opera-
tions.

b. Monsanto Research Corporation (Mound Laboratory) an
annual cost increase of $300,000: 5200.000 for production
and $100.000 for research and development activities.

The Naval Reactors Division expects a cost increase of over 10 percent
during the transition period because of an annual increase of $5 million for
its operations as a whole.

The eight remaining groups expect no cost impacts during the transition
period.

During the post-transition period, five respondents expect savings, and
four expect cost increases. The remaining 15 respondents expect no cost im-

pacts during the post-transition period.
The following respondents expect savings during the post-transition

period:

a. Division of Productiona cost savings of less than I percent.
b. Division of Isotopes Development a cost savings of

$500,000 annually, or 5 to 10 percent; due to elimination of
conversion activities and problems.

c. Space Nuclear Systems Divisionan annual cost savings of
$150,000 or 1 to 5 percent.

d. Sandia Laboratoriesan annual savings of less than 1 per-
cent, or $ 1 00.000 for design work.

e. Monsanto (Mound Laboratory)an annual savings of less
than I percent: $100,000 in production, and $50,000 in
research and development activities.

The following expect cost increases during the post-transition period:

a. Staff Communications Branch of the Division of Construc-
tiona cost increase of I to 5 percent because of an annual
cost increase of $2,000 for administration and operations.

b. Naval Reactors Divisionincreased costs of 5 to 10 percent
because of a $1 million annual increase for operations as a
whole.

c. Bendix (Kansas City Division) a cost increase of less than
I percent because of annual added costs of $10,000 for manu-
facturing and $10,000 for inspection activities.

d. Dow Chemical Company (Rocky Flats Division) a cost in-
crease of less than 1 percent because of annual added costs of

$10,000 for manufacturing.

All responding groups except for the Naval Reactors Division see long-

term advantages in the metrication of measurement units. Long term ad-
vantages most often cited are improved international cooperation (due to

421-513 0 - 71 - 15



220 FEDER/.I. GOVERNMENT: CIVILIAN AGENCIES

universal standardization) and operational improvement. Operational im-
provement would result from improved communications between scientists
and others. simplification of calculations, elimination of the dual system. less
confusion, and fewer errors because the metric system would simplify design
calculations. drafting. machine shop work, and shop fabrication. Present
operations which require conversion of scientific information from metric to
customary units would benefit considerably. Facilitated promotion of U.S.
standards internationally is often cited as a long-term advantage primarily
because it would help U.S. balance of payments. Nine respondents believe
that in the long run, there would also be cost decreases resulting from metri-
cation of measurement units.

Only three of the 24 groups foresee long-term disadvantages. The Naval
Reactors Division and Bendix (Kansas City Division) believe that there
would be cost increases and operational impairment. The Pinellas Peninsula
Plant of General Electric expects cost increases over the long term.

Most groups in AEC believe that long-term advantages would outweigh
disadvantages, at least in non-fiscal terms. Fifteen believe that advantages of
metrication of measurement units would outweigh disadvantages. Only four
believe that the advantages would not outweigh disadvantages: the Burling-
ton AEC Plant, Staff Communications Branch of the Division of Construc-
tion. Naval Reactors Division, and Bendix (Kansas City Division).

The Burlington AEC Plant believes that costs would be increased without
any apparent offsetting advantages. The Staff Communications Branch says
that in its activities there are insufficient international communications
requirements to make international computability necessary. The Naval
Reactors Division believes the problems of metrication would be too great
for advantages to predominate. Bendix believes that a change in language
only would lead to confusion and errors. But Bendix also believes that the
advantages of metrication in both units and standards would outweigh the
disadvantages (see under Assumption III).

Twelve of the 24 responding groups in AEC identify specific problems.
aside from the costs of changeover. None foresees major problems in the
changeover of measurement units, especially if historical records do not
have to be changed. The chief problem would be in the retraining of person-
nel. There would also be operational problems such as human res;Aance to
change, the use of a dual system, loss of time spent in conversions, loss of
time and material because of an increase in errors, and confusion. Problems
would be caused because not all elements of the industrial complex would
change on the same time schedule. There would also be problems of equip-
ment maintenance.

In order to implement a changeover, the AEC believes it would have to
establish training programs, revise internal drawings, convert product and
facility specifications from customary to metric, obtain some new equipment
or modify existing equipment, recalibrate some instruments, and make some
changes in AEC handbooks. Design standards and repair parts documenta-
tion would have to be revised. Standards and codes would require transla-
tion from within and outside of AEC. A directive ordering the changes to
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AEC in-house operations and a simple provision in contracts would handle
most changes under Assumption II.

S. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption 111). Aggregate cost impacts under this assumption are not sig-
nificantly different than under the prior assumption. although several sub-
divisions are impacted much more heavily under Assumption III. Eleven
responding groups cite different cost impacts under Assumption III than
under the prior assumption. Only these groups are cited below.

During the transition period. the three following groups expect cost in-
creases of less than I percent:

a. Lawrence Radiation Laboratory an annual cost increase of
S80,000 to S120.000 based on a I 0-year period for compara-
bility. Actually, the total cost would be S800.000 to
S I .200.000 over a 20-year transition period.

b. Bendix (Kansas City Division) an annual cost increase of
S60,000: $15.000 for design. S20,000 for manufacturing.
S15.000 for inspection. and $10,000 for training activities.

c. Dow Chemical Company (Rocky Flats Division) an annual
cost increase of $318.000: $228,000 for manufacturing.
$40.000 for R&D. and $50.000 for services activities.

The following six responding groups expect a cost increase of I to 5 per-
cent:

a. Nevada Operations Officean annual cost increase of
S500.000: $150,000 for engineering. $125,000 for design.
5135,000 for construction and $100.000 for maintenance ac-
tivities.

b. Burlington AEC Plant annual cost increase of $300,000
for its operations as a whole.

c. Space Nuclear Systems Division an annual cost increase of
S500.000 for its operations as a whole.

d. Mason and Hangeran annual increase in costs of $321.000:
$20.000 for equipment, $1.000 for raw stock. and 5300,000
for dimensioning. time, and materials loss for dual system.

e. Pinellas Peninsula Plant of General Electrican annual cost
increase of $260,000: $40,000 for specifications. $60,000 for
material, $30.000 for product. $110,000 for equipment and
$20,000 for facilities activities.

f. Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory an annual cost increase of
$400,000 for replacement or modification of equipment and
inventory.

The Mound Laboratory of the Monsanto Research Corporation estimates
a cost increase of 5-10 percent: $400,000 for production and $100,000 for
R&D activities. Finally, the Naval Reactors Division expects an annual in-
crease in costs of over 10 percent because of the annual cost increase of
$6 million for its operations as a whole.
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Cost impacts during the post-transition period under Assumption I l l
would be nearly the same as those described under Assumption IL Only five
respondents believe that the costs impacts would be significantly different
under the two assumptions.

The Space Nuclear Systems Division expects an annual cost savings of
$1,250,000 or 5 to 10 percent during the transition period; under the prior
assumption, anticipated cost savings are $150,000 or 1 to 5 percent. Bendix
(Kansas City Division) expects annual savings of under 1 percent during the
post- transition: $5,000 for manufacturing and $5,000 for inspection activi-
ties. Under the prior assumption, Bendix anticipated a cost increase during
the post-transition period, instead of a savings. The Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory expects a small savings during the post-transition period; under
Assumption 11, the Laboratory expects no cost impact during the post-
transition.

The Dow Chemical Company (Rocky Flats Division) expects a cost in-
crease of 1 percent during the post-transition because of an annual added
cost of $50,000 for manufacturing activities. Under Assumption U, the
added cost during the post-transition would be only $10,000 for manufactur-
ing activities. The Naval Reactors Division estimates a cost increase during
the post-transition of 5 to 10 percent or $1,500,000 annually for its opera-
tions as a whole; under Assumption II, the Divisionexpects an annual cost
increase of $1 million during the post-transition period.

Under Assumption III long-term advantages and disadvantages are vir-
tually identical to those described under Assumption II. The significant ex-
ception is that there would be the potential for worldwide greater
interchangeability of parts under Assumption 1 1 l because of long range unifi-
cation and standardization of engineering standards internationally. A less
significant advantage occurring under Assumption III, but not under As-
sumption II, would be the potential for a system of more realistic nominal
sizes and subdivisions thereof. Also, the production community would relate
to the scientific community more accurately. Bendix (Kansas City Division)
believes that under Assumption III, long range cost decreases and opera-
tional improvements would result; but under Assumption II, there would be
cost increases and operational impairments.

The advantages of metrication in both units and engineering standards
would outweigh disadvantages according to 16 responding groups. The ad-
vantages would not predominate, according to three groups (Burlington
AEC Plant, Staff Communications Branch of the Division of Construction,
and the Naval Reactors Division).

Problems of metrication under Assumption Ill are somewhat more com-
plex than they are under Assumption II. Metrication in engineering stan-
dards would raise significant problems involving replacement parts and
modifications of existing equipment. There would be difficult interfacing
problems between metric and non-metric equipment. Los Alamos Scientific
Laboratory says that the mixture of U.S. and metric machines during and
following the transition period would require careful training and supervision
of craftsmen and may lead to many errors of interpretation.
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In order to implement the changeover. AEC says it would have to rewrite
and reissue many engineering standards. Several subdivisions and contrac-
tors would have to make substantial investments in purchasing new or modi-
fying existing equipment and instruments. Dual inventories of some items
would have to be established. This would create the need for more storage
capacity. For example. fabricated items are designed to utilize stock sizes of
tubing. rod and sheet materials. so both customary and metric stock would
have to be maintained until the older machines were retired. The period of
duality could be shortened by an accelerated replacement of fabrication
equipment. but this would be rather expensive. particularly since customary-
sized equipment would have a very low trade-in value. Changes in building
codes would also be required in some ca?es.

The Los Alamos Scientific Laboratory (LASE.) mentions a high inventory
of machine tools worth about $20 million built according to customary stan-
dards. LASL points out. however, that conversion kits could probably be
developed to make such machines convenient for metric use at a fraction of
the cost of replacement. The Mound Laboratory of Monsanto has a much
smaller inventory (worth about $3 million) of machine tools to convert.

In most AEC divisions, there would be little significant difference
between problems and implementation procedures under Assumption III
and under Assumption I! since actual production activities are carried out
by contractors.

6. Conclusion. In general, AEC responding groups are favorable to a con-
certed move toward the metric system in both units and engineering stan-
dards. Fourteen' of the 24 groups favor a concerted program of metrication:
one (Burlington AEC Plant) does not favor a concerted program: seven2 do
not know: and two provide no answer since they do not deem it necessary to
reply (Research Division and Office of Safeguards and Materials Manage-
ment) because they already operate on the metric system.

Bendix (Kansas City Division) believes that in a concerted program of
metrication, a change to metric units without a corresponding change to met-
ric engineering standards and conversion of equipment scales and gauges
would prove to be highly confusing.

The following types of concerted action are suggested: Federal legislation.
public education, training of employees and clients, a program of coopera-
tion with industry and trade associations by the Government. and required
implementation by Government agencies for government-sponsored pro-
grams. Other suggested measures include: dual labeling of consumer goods.

These are: Nevada Operations Office. Division of Isotopes Development. Division of
Reactor Standards. Fallout Studies Branch. Transportation Management Branch of the Divi-
sion of Construction. Production Division. Space Nuclear Systems Division. Los Alamos
Scientific Laboratory. Sandia Laboratories. Bendix (Kansas City Division). Dow Chemical
Company (Rocky Flats Division). Monsanto (Mound Laboratory). Pinellas Peninsula Plant of
General Electric. and Lawrence Radiation Laboratory. It is significant that all the responding
AEC contractors except for Mason & Hanger (Pantex Plant) favor concerted action.

These are: Division of Contracts. Engineering Branch and Staff Communications Branch of
the Division of Construction. Naval Reactors Division. Raw Materials Division. Division of
Reactor Development and Technology, and Mason & Hanger (Pantex Plant).
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tax incentives, revision of laws relating to units and standards, and the use of
dual terminology in laws and codes. The Division of Isotopes Development
would like to see a 10-year metrication schedule with enough flexibility to
avoid unusual costs. The Division of Regulation believes that legislation
must be enacted prior to any action toward metrication.

Some people advocate a directive for government supported activities to
shift to the metric engineering system. The Los Alamos (LASL) respondent
believes that such a directive without full participation by industry would
produce chaos. Any international agreements which already exist concern-
ing metric standards and practices for fabrication and stock sizes would need
to be ratified by both government and industry. The translation of codes and
standards to metric units would then be a major but straightforward task. "It
seems unlikely that the latter could be accomplished without specific sub-
sidization by the government, since the country is already in some difficul-
ties in keeping codes in step with modern materials and processes. It also
seems undesirable to AEC to undertake actual production of hardware until
the above steps have been taken. The costly process of retooling could then
be undertaken." It is not clear to the LASL respondent that sufficient incen-
tives can be provided to industry to undertake the program on a voluntary
basis but at the same time it seems essential that there be a concerted effort
on a planned schedule if the job is to be done.

Most groups believe that a 10-year transition period would be satisfactory.
Most feel that there would be little net advantage to be gained from expand-
ing or compressing the transition period. The Nevada Operations Office be-
lieves that a 10-year transition period would be satisfactory for units only,
but that a 15 -year period would be better if standards were changed also.
The Space Nuclear Systems Division believes that a 5-year transition period
would be better for units only, but that a 10-year period for changing stan-
dards would be the minimum required.

In summary. AEC believes that concerted metrication would be a good
move, that costs would be largely in non-nuclear areas, that costs would not
be directly recouped, and that 10 years is a reasonable transition period.

Impacts of Metrication on Atomic Energy
Present Metric Usage. At present, the metric system is used in less than

one-quarter of all work in the energy field over which the AEC has cog-
nizance. Metric usage is increasing slightly. The American Society for Test-
ing and Materials (ASTM). for example. has started incorporating SI
equivalents in all new revisions of ASTM standards. This involves no
change in the engineering standards but does provide for dual measurement
units.

Increasing metric usage has had trivia!' impact on the AEC's energy field,
because there has been virtually no increase in the domestic use of SI units
in the industrial areas of concern. There has also been only trivial impact on
the ability of the AEC to perform its mission.

8 See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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Future Impacts of Metrication. If there were concerted national action to
increase the use of the metric system, the impacts would strike the AEC
only indirectly. Additional costs in the regulatory staff would be minimal
when compared to the costs to be incurred by the nuclear industry. Further.
the impacts on the nuclear industry would be_largely those reflected from
other industrial efforts. As may be gathered from the aforesaid, effects on
the nuclear industry, insofar as it is strictly nuclear, would be trivial. Cost ef-
fects. for AEC and others in the field, would stem from increased costs to
manufacturers of large equipment.

What Action Should be Taken? The AEC says that as a general rule it
would seem to make sense to use a single worldwide system of weights and
measures. Since the nuclear industry depends upon many other industries,
including construction, chemical equipment, steam power equipment,
plumbing, piping, and electronics. AEC does not believe it can estimate the
impact upon all industries involved, or evaluate independently the sum of the
individual effects.

Impacts of Metrication on Environmental Pollution
Control

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in over three-quarters
of all work activities in the pollution control field with which AEC deals.
There is a trend toward even greater, if not complete, metric usage. The bulk
of measurement and recording is already done in the metric system. The im-
pact of the increasing metric usage on the environmental pollution control
field which AEC deals with has been trivial. In general, those directly con-
cerned with environmental pollution control have had little difficulty con-
verting to the metric system. Minor replacements of measuring devices,
changes in containers, and trivial changes in labeling and conversion of
units have been the only impacts.

Future Impacts of Metrication. A program of concerted national action in
the United States to increase the use of the metric system would improve the
AEC's effectiveness in dealing with its responsibilities in the pollution con-
trol field. Metrication would improve the data handling, processing and cal-
culating activities.

What Action Should Be Taken? "Impact of metrication would be trivial
and metrication according to a nationally planned program would probably
be welcomed by all concerned."
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CIVIL AERONAUTICS BOARD (CAB)

Liaison Representative:

Allan Craig, Director, Bureau of Accounts and Statistics

RespondentInternal Operations:

1. Bureau of Accounts and Statistics

RespondentAir Transportation Area of National Responsibility:

1. Bureau of Accounts and Statistics

1. Mission of the Civil Aeronautics Board. The CAB has economic regula-
tory powers over civil aviation within the United States and between the
United States and foreign countries. The Board grants authorizations to car-
riers to engage in interstate and foreign air transportation. It issues permits
to foreign air carriers authorizing them to engage in air transportation
between the United States-and foreign countries. The Board has jurisdiction
over tariffs and the rates and fares charged the public for air transportation.
The CAB sets the rates for the carriage of mail by air carriers. In the interest
of maintaining competition, the CAB passes upon mergers, agreements,
acquisitions of control, and interlocking relationships involving air carriers.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. Metric usage in the CAB is virtually
non-existent. The sole known exception concerns minimal conversion of
statistical data for international information exchanges. There are no de-
tectable trends of metric usage within the CAB or within the industry regu-
lated by the CAB.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). The CAB foresees no increased metric usage under this as-
sumption, even though there will be increasing problems of international
cooperation.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Conversion to metric from
customary usage would mean that distance and weight measures in historical
information inventories and tariff or other economic regulations would have
to be converted. Historical information inventories could be converted as
drawn upon for use. Conversion of regulations could largely be accom-
plished on an evolving basis. No cost impacts upon CAB are anticipated
under this assumption.

The principal long-term advantage to CAB would be improved interna-
tional communication. The advantages of the changeover would outweigh
the disadvantages. Coordinated, compatible conversion with the regulated
air carrier industry would be the only significant obstacle. However, sim-
plified coordinated operations on a world-wide basis would result.
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S. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). Since engineering standards are not significant to CAB ac-
tivities, metrication in this area would have virtually no additional impact on
the agency.

6. Conclusion. The advantages or disadvantages of metrication are not suf-
ficiently great for CAB to express a preference concerning the advisability
of planned national effort in this respect. From the point of view of the Board
alone the project would not be undertaken except as a coordinated part of a
larger industrial or national effort.

Impact of Metrication on Air Transportation

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in less than one-quarter
of all work situations within the industry regulated by CAB. No trends
toward metric usage are detected. The impact on the air transportation in-
dustry has been negligible) Conversions for international statistical
exchanges and international transportation pricing analyses would be the
only substantive impact of metrication on the air transportation industry
regulated by CAB.

Future impacts of Metrication. Increasing worldwide and domestic met-
ric usage will have a negligible impact on the Board's air transportation
responsibilities assuming no concerted national action to increase metric
usage. Under this assumption, there would also be negligible impact on the
ability of CAB to perform its mission.

If there were a nationally planned program, a conversion period of 10
years would be adequate to effect a conversion with negligible effect on the
Board and the air carriers. Adoption of metric units would improve CAB's
effectiveness only slightly.

What Action Should Be Taken? Worldwide standardization of measure-
ment units would obviously be advantageous. However, the benefits and
burdens on the CAB and the air transportation industry themselves would
not be sufficient to form a basis for the Board to endorse or reject such a na-
tional program.

' See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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FEDERAL COMMUNICATIONS
COMMISSION (FCC)

Liaison Representative:

Julian T. Dixon, Assistant Chief Engineer

Respondent Internal Operations:

I. Technical Division. Office of Chief Engineer

Respondent Telecommunications Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Technical Division. Office of Chief Engineer

I. Mission of the Federal Communications Commission. The FCC was
created for the purpose of regulating interstate and foreign commerce in
communication by wire and radio so as to make available, so far as possible.
to all the people of the United States a rapid. efficient, nationwide and world-
wide wire and radio communication service with adequate facilities at
reasonable charges. for national defense, to promote safety of life and pro-
perty, and to insure effective execution of this policy by centralizingauthori-
ty in one agency.

2. Present Metric Usage. Because the industry with which the FCC deals
normally uses the metric system, almost 100 percent of the technical data
and radio regulations with which FCC deals are in the metric system. The
only exceptions are those customary units or standards which the communi-
cations industry normally uses, such as distance in miles or antennae height
in feet.

The FCC sees no disadvantages in its present use of the metric system.
The benefits of better international cooperation through metric usage are in-
cidental in most cases.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Since the metric system is used in virtually all of FCC's
technical and engineering work, there will be no further changes to metric
under this assumption.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). For the reason stated with
respect to the above assumption, impacts under Assumption II would be in-
significant. The impacts on the non-technical areas of FCC, which now
operate on the customary system, would also be insignificant.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). The impacts under this assumption would be identical to
those under the prior assumption.
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6. elnelusion. FCC would like to see concerted national action in the
United States to bring about a gradual changeover toward metrication in
both units and engineering standards.

Impact of Metrication on Telecommunications

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in virtually all aspects
of the communications industry over which the FCC has cognizance. There
is no trend toward converting the few exceptional customary units or stan-
dards (e.g.. antennae heights in feet) to metric measures. The impact of in-
creasing metric usage has had negligible' effect on telecommunications.

Future Impacts of Metrication. If there is no concerted national action to
increase the use of the metric system. there will be no effect on the telecom-
munications area over which FCC has responsibility. There would also be
no impact on the ability of FCC to perform its mission with respect to the
communications industry: thus. the impact on FCC's effectiveness would be
negligible.

Under a nationally planned program to increase the use of the metric
system. there would also be negligible impact. Since the FCC. and the com-
munications industry with which it deals, are basically operating on the met-
ric system already. adoption of the metric system in the United States would
have no effect on FCC's effectiveness.

What Action Should Be Taken? The FCC believes that there should be a
gradual changeover to the metric system in the United States.

See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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FEDERAL MARITIME COMMISSION (FMC)

Liaison Representative:

Edward F. Hawkins, Assistant Chief for Tariffs, Office of Tariffs
and Practices, Bureau of Compliance

Respondents Internal Operations:

Bureau of Compliance
?.. Bureau of Domestic Regulation
3. Bureau of Financial Analysis
4. Bureau of Investigation

RespondentsTransportation Area of National Responsibility:

I . Chairman, Federal Maritime Commission
2. Office of Tariffs and Informal Complaints, Bureau of Com-

pliance

1. Mission of the Federal Maritime Commission. The FMC administers the
broad regulatory provisions of the various shipping acts, covering common
carriers by water engaged in both foreign commerce and in domestic
offshore trade. These regulatory provisions are concerned with rates, fares,
charges, classifications, tariffs and practices of common carriers by water.
The Commission also accepts, rejects, or approves tariff filings of common
carriers engaged in foreign commerce. Freight rates and other charges
published by ocean carriers are the activities most likely to be affected by
metrication.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. Metric measurement units (meters and
kilograms) are used in approximately 20 percent of the freight tariffs on file
with the Bureau of Compliance. Two disadvantages of present usage are
cited: lack of familiarity with metric units on the part of the employees, and
confusion because of the dual system. FMC is not involved at all with
metric-based engineering standards.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption 1). Under this assumption, FMC does not anticipate increasing
metric usage within its operations. The respondents foresee ho problems if
the agency makes no future changes toward metric usage, even though there
will be greater metric usage on an evolutionary basis in the United States
and in foreign countries.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Under this assumption,
none of the four respondents anticipate internal savings or added costs dur-
ing either the transition period or the post-transition period.

Both the Bureau of Compliance and Bureau of Investigation cite opera-
tional improvement as an advantage of metrication because of uniformity. A
changeover would simplify the tariff filings since about 20 percent of all tariff



APPENDIX 7 231

filings are now in metric units. The Bureau of Financial Analysis sees a dis-
advantage of metrication in the lack of comparability of data for previous
years.

The Bureau of Compliance and Bureau of Investigation believe that ad-
vantages of metrication would outweigh disadvantages. The Bureau of
Financial Analysis does not believe that advantages would outweigh disad-
vantages because of incompatibility of data from carrier to carrier and from
year to year. The Bureau of Domestic Regulation is uncertain whether ad-
vantages would outweigh disadvantages.

In order to implement the changeover under Assumption II. the Bureau of
Compliance would have to publish tariff filing rules in metric units. The Bu-
reau of Financial Analysis would have to prescribe new definitions. No
other needed changes are foreseen.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). Since the FMC does not use engineering standards.
no impacts upon FMC are anticipated in addition to those described
under the prior assumption.

6. Conclusion. The Bureau of Compliance and the Bureau of Investigation
favor concerted action in the United States to bring about changes toward in-
creased use of metric measurement units. The Bureau of Compliance be-
lieves that the general public should be made aware of the advantages of the
metric system. The Bureau of Investigation believes that concerted action
and extensive educational programs are the only ways to bring about metri-
cation effectively. The Bureau of Investigation thinks that a 10-year transi-
tion period would be satisfactory: the Bureau of Compliance is not sure.

The. Bureau of Financial Analysis is not in favor of a concerted national
program to increase the use of metric measurement units. The Bureau of
Domestic Regulation is uncertain whether it favors a metrication program.
The Chairman of FMC does not express an opinion on whether there should
be coordinated action in the U.S. to bring about changes toward metrication.

Since FMC is not involved with engineering standards, it is uncertain
whether it favors a concerted national program to increase the use of metric-
based engineering standards.

Impacts of Metrication on FMC's Trarisportation
Area of Responsibility

Present Metric Usage. About 20 percent of the tariffs filed with the Com-
mission use metric units. There appears to be no noticeable trend toward in-
creased metric usage in the Commission's area of responsibility. In the Com-
mission's opinion, the impact of the increasing metric usage on its transpor-
tation responsibilities has been negligible.'

Future Impacts. of Metrication. The Commission believes that increasing
metric usage without a nationally coordinated program will have no impact
on transportation. No difficulties are foreseen for the Commission's per-
formance of its mission, either.

' See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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If there were a nationally coordinated program to increase metric usage.
there would be negligible impact upon the Commission's transportation area
of responsibility. The Commission foresees no problems concerning its abili-
ty to carry out its mission if there were a concerted program. A changeover,
in fact, would simplify tariff filings since the present dual system would be
eliminated. The impact of concerted national action on the Commission's
ability to perform its mission would be negligible.

What Action Should Be Taken? The Commission recommends a promo-
tional program to bring to the attention of the general public the advantages
of the metric system..
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FEDERAL POWER COMMISSION (FPC)

Liaison Representative:

Stewart P. Crum, Chief, Division of Electric Resources and
Requirements, Bureau of Power

Respondents Internal Operations:

Bureau of Power
2. Bureau of Natural Gas
3. Office of AcCounting and Finance

RespondentsEnergy (Natural Gas and Electric Power Industries)
Area of National Responsibility:

I. Bureau of Power
2. Bureau of Natural Gas
3. Office of Accounting and Finance

RespondentsEnvironmental Pollution Control Area of National
Responsibility:

I . Bureau of Power
2. Bureau of Natural Gas
3. Office of Accounting and Finance

1. Mission of the Federal Power Commission. The Federal Power Commis-
sion regulates the interstate aspects of the electric power and natural gas in-
dustries. including the issuance of licenses for the construction and opera-
tion of non-Federal hydroelectric power projects on Government lands or
on navigable waters of the United States, the regulation of rate and other
aspects of interstate wholesale transactions in electric power and natural
gas, and the issuance of certificates for gas sales to and from interstate
pipelines and for the construction and operation of pipeline facilities.

2. Present Metric Usage. The Federal Power Commission dees not
generally use metric measurement units or metric engineering standards in
its operations, except for the basic units of electricity watt, ampere, volt,
ohm which are an inherent part of both the U.S. customary system and the
international metric system.

3. Anticipated Changes If There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Under this assumption, FPC anticipates no increase in met-
ric usage. There will be problems of international cooperation and increased
conversion, however, if no changes toward increased metric usage are made.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). If there were a planned na-
tional effort to adopt metric units of measurement, the forms and schedules
which the Commission issues for the purpose of collecting electric power

240
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and natural gas data would have to be revised to reflect the new measure-

ment system. FPC rate schedules. especially those filed with the Bureau of

Natural Gas. would require a prompt and comprehensive changeover to the

metric equivalence. It is.estimated, however, that the cost of revising about

16,000 rate schedules and tariffs on file, in accordance with the Commis-

sion's rulemaking procedures. would be minimal (an annual cost of about

$15,000 during the transition period). The metric changeover of most other

reports could be accomplished when these reports are routinely revised.

both on the recommendations of the Commission's staff and ofindustry. Ap-

proval by the Office of Budget and Management is generally required for

changes in reporting procedures to minimize the burdens of furnishing infor-

mation to Federal agencies. No cost impacts would be anticipated during the

post-transition period.
At present, the FPC furnishes a small amount of power system data, con-

verted into metric units, for publication by two international organizations:

the Economic Commission for Europe (ECE) and the Organization for

Economic Cooperation and Development (OECD). It is not known whether

U.S. adoption of the metric measurement system would promote further

cooperation with foreign counterparts. It should be noted, however, that the

units of measurement are not the only "language" barrier between the U.S.

and foreign countries. The ECE and OECD questionnaires have caused

some confusion in this country concerning the basic definition of "generating

plant capacity".
5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use

of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement

(Assumption III). The impacts upon the FPC under this assumption would

be nearly identical to those under the prior assumption. Since the FPC is

primarily a regulatory agency rather than an operating or design agency, the

adoption of metric engineering standards necessarily would have less impact

upon the Commission's internal operations than upon the industries it regu-

lates. However, at least one function of the Commission would be affected

by adoption of a new set of engineering standards. This function is the FPC's

responsibility in studying the safety and adequacy of licensed hydroelectric

projects. Safety codes covering electrical, structural, and hydroelectric
design criteria are oriented toward non-metric engineering standards. The

difficulty of performing engineering analyses under two sets of standards (as-

suming not all companies would submit plans and drawings conforming to

the new standards during the transition period) would be essentially one of

familiarizing the staff with the metric engineering methods. There would be

only minimal cost to FPC in participating in conversion of engineering stan-

dards and the Commission's Rules and Regulations.
.6. Conclusion. The FPC relies heavily on cooperation through its industry

advisory groups for projecting possible patterns in the development of elec-

trical energy systems. It is suggested that proposals for changing to metric

standards be similarly coordinated with industry advisory groups. A "U.S.

Metric Study Advisory Committee" should represent the manufacturing and

consulting segments of the indtistries as well as the individual utilities.
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Impacts of Metrication on the Natural Gas and
Electric Power Industries

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used for less than one-fourth
of all work activities within the power industry in the United States. Present
metric usage is confined mostly to the basic units of electricity the watt,
ampere, volt, ohm. The U.S. electric power and natural gas industries have
generally adhered to non-metric units of measurement and engineering stan-
dards. Foreign equipment purchased by U.S. utilities is normally accom-
panied by drawings and specifications which have been converted to the
U.S. customary dimensions and values. The U.S. electric power industry
has shown no inclination to increase usage of the metric system.

There is, however, a discernible trend in metric usage by the natural gas
industry. Pipe, a major component of gas systems, is frequently purchased
under American Petroleum Institute specifications. Since the early 1960's
these specifications have contained metric as well as English dimensions so
that pipe can be ordered and manufactured using either system. Thus far, in-
creasing metric usage has had negligible' impact within the power industry
in the United States.

Future Impacts of Metrication. The FPC believes that the U.S. electric
power and natural gas industries apparently will not, of their own accord,
change from the conventional measurement system in use. Nor in the near
future are the industries likely to support legislation to require a change. The
cost of changeover, the impracticability of maintaining equipment designed
under two sets of standards, and the unfamiliarity of U.S. engineers with
metric standards appears to offset the advantages (increased international
cooperation and the convenience of a numbering system which does not
require the use of fractions).

There will be negligible impact upon the ability of the FPC to perform its
mission with respect to the power industry if there is merely an evolutionary
increase in metric usage. Except in the case of a relatively small number of
studies, the FPC does not require the filing of detailed engineering plans and
design calculations of electric power and natural gas facilities. Thus, even
with increased purchases of foreign equipment, it is expected that the impact
on the FPC at the present level of metric usage would be negligible.

If there were a concerted national plan to increase metric usage, the new
measurement units would place a particular burden on the areas of equip-
ment specification, design, construction and maintenance. The FPC has
relatively little involvement with the manufacturing segment of the power
and gas industries, but it can be assumed that the manufacturers have al-
ready supplied equipment, presumably built with metric specifications, to
foreign utilities. The problems of adapting to metric engineering standards
would exist at the interfaces between manufacturers, engineering con-
sultants, and utilities. The general absence,. in the U.S. of texts, handbooks,
codes and other familiar references incorporating metric engineering stan-
dards, together with the obvious necessity for maintaining two sets of
specifications, parts and tools during the lifetime of older equipment, would

See "Classification of intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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further complicate the process of metrication. The gas industry, however.
has already taken steps toward incorporating metric engineering standards
(e.g.. pipe specifications described above).

The lifetime and scheduled retirements of industry equipment are a prin-
cipal factor in determining a suitable non-metric to metric transition period.
This factor is further complicated by the rapid growth of the industry. Ap-
parently. not all segments of the industry would be able to meet the same
time schedule for a nationally planned program to adopt the metric system.

The FPC does not know if adoption of the metric system would improve
or impair its effectiveness in dealing with the power industry. Large electric
and gas utilities probably would comply readily in meeting the FPC reporting
requirements following a changeover to the metric system. Smaller utilities
and municipal power companies may not have the staff to convert drawings.
maps, and other reported. data to the new system. It is possible, however.
that schedules for reporting system data would incorporate two columns (for
the old and new units) in addition to two measurement scales for maps, to
minimize confusion during the transition period. FPC operations requiring
new sets of safety and design standards might be hindered until such stan-
dards are available.

What Action Should Be Taken? Industry advisory groups should be con-
sulted on the problems involved in conversion to metric system standards.
Research efforts in power and gas related technologies should be en-
couraged to utilize metric engineering practices, if not already implemented
in the laboratory. This may help insure that future generations of engineering
texts. standards. and handbooks are authored by scientists and engineers
who are familiar with the advantages ofmetrication in industry.

Many questions remain to be answered. What effect would metrication
have on the lead times of new installations? What portion of the increased
costs resulting from metrication would be passed on to the consumer? What
support would be required for engineering colleges to reorient their pro-
grams and texts to the metric nomenclature? The Commission is prepared to
act upon government and industry guidelines which might be proposed for
development of a uniform program of metrication.

impacts of Metrication on Environmental Pollution
Control

The primary focus within the power industry has been on electrostatic
precipitators and cooling towers to protect the environment against waste
heat and atmospheric pollution. These devices have come to be regarded as
appurtenant facilities in generating plant design and, as such, should be coor-
dinated in the metrication scheme with conventional equipment. Thus far,
the impact of metrication upon the pollution control field has been negligible
and would continue to be so unless there is concerted action to increase use
of metric engineering standards.
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FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION (FTC)

Liaison Representative:

Joseph Dufresne, Chief, Division of Special Projects

Respondent -- Internal Operations:

. Division of Special Projects

Respondent Trade Practices Area of National Responsibility:

I . Division of Special Projects

1. Mission of the Federal Trade Commission. I n brief. the Commission is
charged with keeping competition both free and fair. The Federal Trade
Commission; Act lays down a general prohibition against the use in com-
merce of "unfair methods of competition" and "unfair or deceptive acts or
practices." The Clayton Act outlaws specific practices recognized as instru-
ments of monopoly. As an administrative agency. acting quasi judicially and
quasi-legislatively, the Commission was established to deal with trade prac-
tices on a continuing and corrective basis. It has no authority to punish; its
function is to "prevent." through cease-and-desist orders and other means.
those practices condemned by the law of Federal trade regulation.

The Commission's principal functions are as follows:

To promote free and fair competition in interstate commerce
through prevention of price-fixing agreements. boycotts. com-
binationS in restraint of trade. and other unfair methods of
competition.

To safeguard the consuming public by preventing the dissemina-
tion of false or deceptive advertisements of food. drugs.
cosmetics. and therapeutic devices. and other unfair ordecep-
tive practices.

To prevent discrimination in price. exclusive-dealing and tying
arrangements. and corporate mergers when such practices or
arrangements may substantially lessen competition or tend
toward monopoly: interlocking directorates under certain cir-
cumstances; the payment or receipt of illegal brokerage: and
discrimination among competing customers in the furnishing
of or payment for advertising or promotional services or facili-
ties.

To enforce truthful labeling of textile and fur products.
To prevent the interstate marketing of dangerously flammable ar-

ticles of wearing apparel and interior furnishings and of dan-
gerously flammable fitbrics and related materials intended for
use or which may reasonably be expected to be used in any
such product.



238 FEDERAL GOVERNMENT: CIVILIAN AGENCIES

To regulate packaging and labeling of certain consumer com-
modities so as to prevent consumer deception and facilitate
value comparisons.

To supervise the registration and operation of associations of
American exporters engaged solely in export trade.

To petition for the cancellation of the registration of trademarks
which were illegally registered or used for purposes contrary
to the intent of the Trade-Mark Act of 1946.

To achieve true credit cost disclosure by consumer creditors
(retailers, finance companies, non-Federal credit unions, and
other creditors not specifically regulated by another Govern-
ment agency); and to assure a meaningful basis for informed
credit decisions.

To gather and make available to the Congress, the President, and
the public, factual data concerning economic and business
conditions.

2. Effect of Metrication on the Internal Operations of the Federal Trade
Commission. The basic Act administered by the Commission is the Federal
Trade Commission Act. Also administered are all or parts of other Acts
such as the Robinson-Patman amendment to the Clayton Act, certain other
sections of the Clayton Act, the Textile Fiber Products Identification Act,
Fair Packaging and Labeling Act, Truth in Lending Act, Public Health
Cigarette Smoking Act, and others.

Essentially, these statutes involve the regulation of trade practices within
the United States, and one aspect of such regulation is the prescribed label-
ing of products. The disciplines involved in implementing the various
statutes are essentially law and economics. The various purely scientific
disciplines involved are extremely rare in application, and hence the effects
of metrication on the Commission's operations will not be primary in nature.
There could be some secondary effects, but the secondary effects will
probably be no greater than those which affect the public at large.

With particular reference to the Fair Packaging and Labeling Act, the
manner of expressing the quantity of contents on the labeling of consumer
commodities is prescribed. The Act specifies that the declaration ofcontents
must be in terms of the avoirdupois or fluid ounce, or the inch, foot, or yard,
or in the instance of larger quantities in pints, quarts, gallons, or pounds (Sec-
tion 4). The Commission's regulations implementing the Act require the
customary units. Assuming a conversion to the metric system, obviously a
change in format prescribed by the regulations would require administrative
action (assuming that there would be legislation requiring use of metric in the
Act). While such a change would involve some administrative effort by the
Commission, the impact would be felt primarily and to a substantial degree
by the packagers and labelers subject to the Act, and in turn by the con-
sumer.

In the implementation of the Public Health Cigarette Smoking Act, the
Commission operates a laboratory to determine the tar and nicotine content
of cigarettes. As one would anticipate, the custom of a laboratory to express
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finite quantities of milligrams is followed. Essentially, increased metrication
would not affect this function of the Commission. Nor does it appear that in-

creased metrication would in any manner affect the routine of the Commis-
sion's Division of Scientific Opinions which operates to assist legal staff
primarily in actions implementing the various statutes administered. To the
degree the staff of the Division of Scientific Opinions is trained in disciplines
such as those represented by physical and natural sciences, the staff
"thinks" in terms of the metric system. However, this Division does not in-

clude operating laboratories beyond that required to determine tar and

nicotine in cigarettes.
The Bureau of Textiles and Furs maintains a laboratory for the analysis of

textiles and furs, but again the metric system is involved only to the extent
that normal chemical apparatus will be calibrated in the metric system and
the techniques presuppose use of the metric measures.

In summation, the Commission will not be significantly affected by in-
creased metrication, but will be affected to the same degree that the public in
general will be affected. This effect inevitably will involve an educational
process rather than a changeover in specifics such as the formulation of new
specifications, or the calibration of machines and instruments.

3. Impact of Metrication on Trade Practices, Area of National Responsibili-
ty of the Federal Trade Commission (FTC). The FTC is primarily concerned
with the trade practices engaged in by industries functioning in, or whose
products are distributed in, the United States. Unlike transportation or com-
munication-oriented agencies, the FTC adjudicates rather than legislates,
and accepts trade practices whatever they may be, provided they are com-
patible with good business practices any devoid of deception. FTC promul-
gates Trade Regulation Rules, and administers some statutes, such as the
Fair Packaging and Labeling Act. In prescribing aspects of product labeling,
the statutes accept customary standards, including weights and measures.
Thus, the Agency can and will prescribe how ounces, pints, pounds, inches,
feet, and yards will be stated on labeling, but it cannot, nor does it attempt to
prescribe other forms of measurement. In almost no phase of the FTC's ef-

forts is the metric system a necessary factor.
The Federal Trade Commission estimates that the metric system is cur-

rently used in less than one-fourth of the Nation's trade practices. No trends
in metric usage are evident in this area and the FTC estimates that increas-
ing worldwide and domestic use of the metric system has had a negligible'
impact on the Nation's trade practices.

Assuming that there is no concerted national action with regard to metri-
cation, the FTC estimates that the Nation's trade practices will remain unaf-
fected by increasing domestic and international use of the metric system. Im-
ported products originating in "metric" countries will continue to bear
required American expressions of weights and measures, as in fact most
must do at this time. But even this necessity is limited within the framework
of "consumer commodities" as defined in, and regulated by, the Fair
Packaging and Labeling Act.

I See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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If there were a nationally planned program to increase use of the metric
system over a t0 -year period, the effect on industries subject to regulation of
trade practices is estimated by the FTC to be initially a change of product
labeling to show measurements in the metric system. All labels and packages
would require revision and, in turn, printing plates would have to be revised
or remade, The package industry might have to re-tool (e.g., bottles now
designed for quarts might have to be replaced with bottles designed for
liters). In addition, the public would have to be more familiar with metric
measures. Since labels arc continually being revised, industry could possibly
use existing containers, i.e., label the quart as .946 liter, and not attempt
widespread use of unit liters or unit quarts.

The FTC estimates that increasing domestic and international use of the
metric system has had a negligible impact on its ability to perform its mission
with respect to the Nation's trade practices. The FTC is unable to estimate
whether or not adoption of the metric system would improve its effective-
ness in this area.

4. Conclusion. Because of the unique nature of the FTC's area of national
responsibility and the fact that its internal operations are unlikely to be
greatly affected by increased metrication, any "standpoint" the FTC might
take on metrication would be basically academic rather than practical. The
reaction of the FTC's staff to this issue is, therefore, "no position."
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GENERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
(GSA)
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Liaison Representative:

L. F. Donahue, Staff Director for Standards Activities, Federal
Supply Service

RespondentsInternal Operations:

I. Office of Administration
2. Office of General Counsel
3. National Archives and Records Service
4. Property Management and Disposal Service
5. Office of Design and Construction
6. Transportation and Communication Service
7. Federal Supply Service
8. Office of Supply Distribution
9. Office of Supply Control

10. Office of Automated Data Management Services
I I. Office of Procurement
12. Quality Control Division
13. Standardization Division
14. Material Evaluation and Development Laboratory
15. Magnetic Surfaces Laboratory

RespondentConsumer Affairs Area of National Responsibility:

I. Federal Supply Service

1. Mission of the General Services Administration: The GSA is responsible
for the development of policy, issuance of regulations, and the conduct of
operations, to the extent appropriate. with respect to Government programs
for the management of real property, personal property, and records, and
assistance to Federal agencies in transportation and public utilities manage-
ment. The effects of metrication will be felt primarily in those areas having
to do with specifications for buildings. equipment and materials, the main-
tenance of inventories and the operation of laboratories and other facilities
involving the use of instruments and equipment.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. Only six out of 15 respondents now use
the metric system. These are Federal Supply Service, Office of Automated
Data Management Services, Office of Supply Control, Quality Control Divi-
sion, Standardization Division, and Material Evaluation and Development
Laboratory. The present use of metric measurement units is confined to a
small number of specifications (some stock items and EDP.equipment) and
to equipment and procedures in laboratories, especially in the optical, elec-
trical, and chemical areas. The use of metric engineering standards and mea-
surement units is confined to the same areas but is minimal. The use of met-
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ric measurement units and engineering standards has been adopted in those
few cases where metric use in the industries or operations with which GSA
deals has become common. The trend to the present has been to adopt met-
ric units only where such usage has become common among the outside or-
ganizations with which GSA deals.

The Federal Supply Service and the Material Evaluation and Develop-
ment Laboratory cite costs savings and operational improvements as ad-
vantages of present usage. There have been few or no disadvantages from
the present metric usage.

GSA has no programs which would generate an internal need for a change
to metric measurement units or engineering standards. Almost all GSA
operations are intimately involved with other Government agencies and with
the industrial and commercial world. Commonality of language with these
groups is essential to efficient communication and operations. GSA would
wish only to make changes in concert with the organizations with which it
deals. While there are some problems and costs in such changes, no serious
obstacles are foreseen.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Under this assumption, GSA anticipates changes in metric
units and engineering standards only to the extent that commercial and in-
dustrial entities make such changes. The Federal Supply. Service and the
Standardization Division expect that changes in GSA will be made for the
purpose of maintaining a common language and to conform to commercial
and industrial usage and practices. Under this assumption it is anticipated
that such changes will be progressive and in all likelihood could be
synchronized with other changes in specifications and material usage. In
such cases the cost will probably be negligible. The Federal Supply Service
expects short-term cost increases of less than 1 percent due to computation
and incorporation of dual measurements and a limited increase in number of
items stocked. The Standardization Division expects temporary cost in-
creases of 1 to 5 percent because of recomputations of dimensions and
tolerances. These changes will have little or no effect on mission capability
and will have the advantage of avoiding problems caused by dual language
and inconsistent practices between GSA and the industrial world.

If there are no changes toward increased use of metric measurement units
or engineering standards by GSA in the absence of a planned national ac-
tion, GSA expects problems of increasing intensity, including problems of
increased inventory, international cooperation, increased conversion, and in-
creased interfacing.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Under this assumption, GSA
would encounter added costs during the transition period of somewhat more
than $1 million per year. Seven responding subdivisions expect cost in-
creases during the transition period, six expect no cost impacts, and two are
uncertain whether there would be any cost impact.

The following expect cost increases during the transition period:

a. Property Management and Disposal Service an annual in-
crease of $700,000 per year (1-5 percent) $200,000 for in-
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ventory, $100,000 for accounting, $100,000 for inspection,
$100,000 for purchasing, and $200,000 for storage activities.

b. Federal Supply Service an annual increase of $365,000 (less
than 1 percent) $220,000 for specifications, $100,000 for
cataloging, $25.000 for laboratories, and $20.000 for training
activities.

c. Office of Automated Data Management Services an in-
crease of 5 to 10 percent.

d. Office of Supply Distributionan annual increase of $40,000
(1-5 percent) or $20,000 for specifications and order changes
and $20,000 for employee training.

e. Office of Supply Control an annual increase of $100,000
(less than 1 percent for cataloging costs).

f. Standardization Division an annual increase of $200.000
(less than 10 percent) for specifications activities.

g. Material Evaluation and Development Laboratory an an-
nual increase of $25,000 (1-5 percent) for mechanical activi-
ties.

During the transition period, the following expect no cost impact: Office
of the General Counsel, National Archives and Records Service, Office of
Procurement, Quality Control Division, Magnetic Surfaces Laboratory and
the Transportation and Communication Service. The Office of Administra-
tion and Office of Design and Construction are uncertain whether there
would be any cost impact.

During the post-transition period neither net savings nor net additional
costs are anticipated for GSA as a whole. Two respondents expect savings,

one expects increased costs, 10 expect no cost impacts, and two are uncer-

tain.
Two groups expect cost savings during the post-transition period:

a. Property Management and Disposal Service a savings of I
to 5 percent.

b. Office of Automated Data Management Services a savings

of 5 to 10 percent.

The Material Evaluation and Development Laboratory expects a cost in-
crease of 1 to 5 percent or $10,000 annually during the post-transition
period.

The following anticipate no cost impacts during the post-transition period:
Office of the General Counsel, National Archives and Records Service,
Federal Supply Service, Office of Procurement, Office of Supply Control,
Quality Control Division, Standardization Division, Magnetic Surfaces
Laboratory and the Transportation and Communication Service. The Of-
fice of Administration and Office of Design and Construction are uncertain
as to the extent of the cost impact.

Following the transition period, eight groups foresee long-term ad-
vantages. The advantage most often cited is improved international commu-
nication due to a common system of measurement. The Property Manage-
ment and Disposal Service and Federal Supply Service foresee cost
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decreases in the long term; these two groups along with the Quality Control
Division expect operational improvement. The Property Management and
Disposal Service. Federal Supply Service, and Magnetic Surfaces Laborato-
ry believe that in the long term. U.S. standards can be better promoted inter-
nationally if they are in metric units.

On the other hand, the Office of Design and Construction and the Materi-
al Evaluation and Development Laboratory expect cost increases and opera-
tional impakment over the long term if there is metrication in units only:
these disadvantages, however. would not occur if there were a conversion to
metric engineering standards.

In general. the advantages of a planned program of metrication in mea-
surement units would outweigh the disadvantages. Six groups believe that
the advantages would predominate: these are: Office of Administration.
Federal Supply Service. Office of Automated Data Management Services.
Office of Supply Distribution. Quality Control Division. and Material
Evaluation and Development Laboratory. Four believe that the advantages
would not outweigh disadvantages: these are: National Archives and
Records Service. Property Management and Disposal Service, Office of
Design and Construction, and Magnetic Surfaces Laboratory.

The changeover would probably be implemented by the progressive revi-
sion of specifications and of other documents and operating procedures.
geared to the commodity area and the sequence of change occurring in the
industrial world. Measurement units would have to be converted on
drawings, specifications, and criteria. Architects and engineers would have
to use metric measurement units for drawings and specifications. GSA
would have to re-train some of its personnel and would also have to provide
conversion tables. No significant legal or other problems are foreseen.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Measurement Units
(Assumption III). Under Assumption Ill, GSA anticipates an added cost per
year of more than $2 million, substantially more than the $1 million cited
under the prior assumption. Three of the respondents report different cost
impacts under this assumption than are given under the prior assumption
(one expects different cost impacts during the transition and three expect dif-
ferent cost impacts during the post-transition).

Eight of the 15 respondents expect that the impacts, including costs, under
this assumption would be identical to those described under the prior as-
sumption: these are Office of the General Counsel, National Archives and
Records Service, Property Management and Disposal Service, Office of Au-
tomated Data Management Services, Office of Procurement, Office of
Supply Distribution, Magnetic Surfaces Laboratory, and Transportation and
Communication Service.

During the transition period, the Federal Supply Service (the only respon-
dent expecting a cost impact under this assumption different from that under
the prior assumption) expects a cost increase of less than 1 percent or
$1,275,000 per year. The cost increase is broken down as follows: $420,000
for specifications, $100,000 for cataloging, $710,000 for inventories,
$25,000 for laboratories, and $20,000 for training activities.
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There would be a net annual added cost to GSA of over $100.000 for an
indefinite period after the transition under Assumption 111. During the post-
transition period, the responses are identical to those described under the
prior assumption with the exceptions described below. Two expect in-
creased costs under Assumption 111 even though they do not expect in-
creased costs during the post-transition under the prior assumption. These
are as follows:

a. Federal Supply Service an annual cost increase of about
$100,000 for dual inventories of replacement parts and equip-
ment.

b. Office of Supply Control an annual cost increase of about
$100,000 (less than 1 percent) for dual inventories of replace-
ment parts and equipment.

The Material Evaluation and Development Laboratory expects a savings
of I to 5 percent or $10.000 annually. Under Assumption I L that group ex-
pects a cost increase of $10,000 annually.

The long term advantages and disadvantages under Assumption I I I are
identical to those described under Assumption II in the opinions of all but
two respondents. Both the Office of Design and Construction and the
Material Evaluation and Development Laboratory expect long-range cost
decreases and operational improvement under Assumption III: tinder the
prior assumption, both expect cost increases and operational impairment.
The Office of Design and Construction also anticipates better promotion of
U.S. standards internationally and improved international communication
under Assumption III.

In general. the advantages of a planned program of metrication in en-
gineering standards as well as in measurement units would outweigh the dis-
advantages (as was the case under the prior assumption). The Office of Au-
tomated Data Management Services does not believe that the advantages
would outweigh the disAvantages under Assumption III. even though the
advantages would predominate under Assumption II. On the other hand. the
Office of Design and Construction believes that the advantages of metrica-
tion under Assumption III would outweigh the disadvantages: under the
prior assumption, the advantages would not predominate.

The Office of Design and Construction explains in detail the disad-
vantages of converting to metric units without converting to metric engineer-
ing standards. The disadvantages are: increased use of fractional dimension-
ing: increased "cutting and fitting" in the field. resulting in increased con-
struction time and cost: inhibiting of advances in the area of prefabrication
and systems building: and the necessity of conversion of non-metric en-
gineering standard measurements to metric equivalents for design and
dimensioning purposes.

The advantages of converting to metric engineering standards, as well as
to metric measurement units. would outweigh the disadvantages because
dimensioning would be simplified and American products would eventually
be in a better position to compete with foreign products in the export market.
Also, conversion of engineering standards would enable the U.S. construe-
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tion industry to make more use of foreign developed engineering standards
and foreign products. Even though restrictions imposed by the "Buy Amer-
ican" act would still apply to Public Building Service projects, and there
would undoubtedly be conversion problems on the part of American indus-
try during the transition period, the results at the end of the 10-year conver-
sion period should be reduced costs due to increased competition from
abroad.

GSA would implement the changeover in step with changes in the various
industries with which it deals. Implementation procedures under Assump-
tion III are very similar to those described under Assumption 11. The Stan-
dardization Division would have to reissue all specifications and standards
in addition to the procedures identified under the previous assumption. The
Office of Design and Construction would have to gradually phase in metric
engineering standards in place of non-metric. Non-metric replacement parts
would have to be obtained for existing equipment and facilities. The Material
Evaluation and Development Laboratory would have to convert Federal
specifications and standards; this would cause an additional work load on
laboratory personnel. The laboratory would also have to make physical
changes on machine tools.

6. Conclusion. Seven of the 15 respondents favor a nationally coordinated
program to increase the use of metric measurement units; these are: Office
of Administration, Property Management and Disposal Service, Office of
Automated Data Management Services, Office of Supply Distribution, Of-
fice of Supply Control, Quality Control Division, and Material Evaluation
and Development Laboratory. Only the Office of Design and Construction
does not favor such a program. The remainder do not know or do not pro-
vide answers.

Seven of the 15 respondents favor a nationally coordinated program to in-
crease the use of metric engineering standards as well as metric measure-
ment units. Two respondents provide different responses with regard to met-
rication in both units and standards than they do with regard to metric units
only. The Office of Design and Construction favors a national program with
regard to both standards and units; it does not favor a program for units only.
The Office of Supply Control is uncertain with regard to both units and stan-
dards, even though it does favor metrication in units only.

The following types of concerted action are suggested: public education,
legislation making use of the metric system mandatory, and executive orders
making use of the metric system feasible in the Federal Government. The
Office of Design and Construction suggests that encouragement be given to
industry and the standards-developing bodies such as American Society for
Testing and Materials and American National Standards Institute to
develop standards over the 10-year transition period. The proposed 10-year
period for transition seems to be satisfactory for GSA, especially in view of
the fact that most manufacturers make substantial changes to standard
products in less than 10-year intervals.

While GSA has no internally generated need for change toward metric
measurement units or engineering standards, it is considered important that
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whatever changes take place, whether in industry or Government, be care-
fully coordinated.

Impacts of Metrication on Consumer Affairs

Present Metric Usage. In the field of consumer affairs, GSA has no for-
mally assigned responsibility, but is itself a buyer of a large number of items,
similar to, if not identical with, those purchased by individuals for their own
use. From this vantage point, little use of the metric system is apparent and
there is no appreciable trend. As far as can be seen, the impact has been
negligible.'

Future Impacts of Metrication. Since GSA has no established responsi-
bility in the area of "consumer affairs" any impact on its own effectiveness
is unlikely.

A nationally planned program to increase the use of the.metric system
would forestall the confusion to consumers which an unplanned increase
would create, but would introduce the practical difficulty of educating the
public in the use of metric units. A 10-year period for this program would ap-
pear to be reasonable. There would be no effect on the Agency's ability to
perform its mission.

What Action Should Be Taken? GSA has no firm opinion as to the action
the U.S. should take with respect to the increase in use of the metric system,
insofar as individual consumers are concerned.

I See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMISSION
(ICC)

Liaison Representative:

Martin E. Foley, Acting Managing Director

Respondent Internal Operations:

I. Acting Managing Director

Respondent Transportation Area of National Responsibility:

I. Acting Managing Director

I. Mission of the Interstate Commerce Commission. The Commission was
created by Congress to regulate, in the public interest, carriers subject to the
Interstate Commerce Act which are engaged in transportation. in interstate
commerce, and in foreign commerce to the extent that it takes place within
the United States. Surface transportation under the Commission's jurisdic-
tion includes railroads, trucking companies, bus lines, freight forwarders,
water carriers, oil pipelines, transportation brokers, and express agencies.

In broad terms within prescribed legal limits, Commission regulation en-
compasses transportation economics and service.

In the transportation economics area, the Commission settles controver-
sies over rates and charges among competing and like modes of transporta-
tion, shippers and receivers of freight, passengers, and others. ICC rules
upon applications for mergers, consolidations, acquisitions of control, and
the sale of carriers and issuance of their securities. It prescribes accounting
rules, awards reparations, and administers laws relating to railroad bankrupt-
cy. It acts to prevent unlawful discrimination, destructive competition, and
rebating. ICC also has jurisdiction over the use, control, supply, movement,
distribution, exchange, interchange, and return of railroad equipment where
needed. Under certain conditions, it is authorized to direct the handling and
movement of traffic over a railroad and its distribution over other lines of
railroads.

In the transportation service area, the Commission grants the right to
operate to trucking companies, bus lines, freight forwarders, water carriers,
and transportation brokers. It approves applications to construct and aban-
don lines of railroad, and it rules upon discontinuances of passenger train
service.

2. Effect of Metrication on the Internal Operations of the ICC. The In-
terstate Commerce Commission-is not involved to any degree in the use of
metric units or metric engineering standards (the ICC is seldom involved in
activities where engineering standards would be significant) and sees no
identifiable trends in that direction. The statistical data and information
which the ICC uses is furnished, basically, by the transportation industry
which the ICC regulates. Any change in the direction of metrication would
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logically be initiated by these firms and they have shown no inclination to
change.

A nationally planned program to promote metrication would entail sub-
stantial revision or republication of codes. rules. rate orders. tariffs, and
schedules involving millions of pages. During the transition period of such a
program. annual costs would be expected to increase by less than I percent.
During the post-transition .period, on the other hand. there would be a
savings of less than I percent. The ICC estimates annual transition costs to
total $70.000 ($30.000 for computer activities. $20.000 for clerical activi-
ties. and $20.000 for administrative activities) and annual post-transition
savings to total $5,000 (for clerical activities). Cost decreases and opera-
tional improvement are estimated to be the long-term advantages of conver-
sion to metric units of measurement.

3. Impact of Metrication on Transportation, ICC's Area of National
Responsibility. The ICC estimates that the metric system is currently used in
less than one-fourth of the Nation's transportation activities. No trends in
metric usage are discerned. The impact of increasing domestic and interna-
tional use of the metric system upon U.S. transportation activities is esti-
mated by the ICC to be negligible.' The transportation industry has no
inclination to adopt the metric system and does not appear to have been in-
fluenced by it.

Assuming no concerted national action to promote increased use of the
metric system. the ICC thinks there will be little change from the present
system by U.S. transportation activities.

If there were a nationally coordinated program to increase use of the met-
ric system over a 10-year period, the ICC estimates that changes in equip-
ment (scales. speedometers. etc.), supplies (packaging). and standards
(maps. speed limits. load limits. etc.) would be required. The ICC thinks the
primary advantage of metrication would be ease of matheniatical manipula-
tion.

To date. increasing domestic and international use of the metric system is
estimated by the ICC to have had no impact on its ability to perform its mis-
sion with respect to the transportation industry. The ICC thinks that adop-
tion of the metric system would probably improve its effectiveness in its
dealings with the transportation industry.

In the event of metrication. an enormous volume of tariffs and schedules
on file with the ICC would have to be republished by the tntnsportation in-
dustry. Similarly. outstanding rate orders. Commission rules and regula-
tions, operating authorities containing mileage or weight limitations, and cost
formulas would be affected. Reports and data filed with the Commission in-
volving ton-miles or vehicles-miles would have to be revised, especially
where continuity of data is important. These problems are in addition to
more routine problems such as the standardization of sizes and dimensions
for supplies and equipment.

Advantages of metrication are less easily defined. There would certainly
be an advantage of increased efficiency but this is not easily reduced to dol-

See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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lars and cents. As an additional benefit, metrication would encourage
thoughtful consideration as to the maintenance or retention of files, reports,
etc., which are of marginal utility, particularly obsolete tariff publications.

4. Conclusion. From the standpoint of the ICC, the necessity for conver-
sion to the metric system does not seem compelling within any particular
time frame. Justification for metrication will result from changes initiating
outside the transportation industry. The limited experience of the ICC with
the metric system, directly or indirectly, restricts its ability to respond to the
issue of metrication other than by conjecture. The ICC's response to conver-
sion to metric usage is, therefore, "no position."
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NATIONAL. AERONAUTICS AND SPACE
ADMINISTRATION (NASA)

Liaison Representatives:

Milton W. Rosen, Office of DOD and Interagency Affairs; and
Edward J. Brazill, Director, Technical Staff, MCI.

Respondents Internal Operations:

1. Ames Research Center, Moffet Field, California
I. Deputy Director

II. Flight Research Center, Edwards, California
I. Directorate of Biomedical Programs
2. Data Systems Division
3. Fabrication Shops, Operations Division
4. Operations Engineering

III. Goddard Space Flight Center, Greenbelt, Maryland
I. Administration and Management Directorate

IV. Jet Propulsion Laboratory, Pasadena, California
I. Plans and Programs Division
2. Data Systems Division
3. Space Sciences Division
4. Telecommunications Division
5. Guidance and Control Division
6. Engineering Mechanics Division
7. Astrionics Division
8. Environmental Sciences Division
9. Propulsion Division

10. Mission Analysis Division
I I . Tracking and Data Acquisition
12. Research and Advanced Development
13. Quality Assurance and Reliability Office
14. Supporting Facilities Office
15. Technical Facilities Office
16. Plant Engineering Division
17. Fabrication Services

V. John F. Kennedy Space Center, Kennedy Space Center, Florida
I. Design Engineering Mechanical Systems Division
2. Design Engineering Electronic Systems Division
3. Technical Support Division
4. Launch Operations (LLOPN 2)
5. Launch Vehicle Operations (LV)

421-813 0 - 71 - 17
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6. Spacecraft Operations, LS Engineering
7. Data Systems Division
8. Unmanned Launch Operations Facilities Liaison Office
9. Medium Launch Vehicle Division

VI. Langley Research Center, Hampton, Virginia
I. Structures Research Division
2. Engineering and Technical Services Division

VII. Lewis Research Center, Cleveland, Ohio
I. Office of the Director

VIII. Manned Spacecraft Center, Houston, Texas
I. Information Systems Division. Engineering and Development
2. Propulsion and Power Division, Engineering and Develop-

ment
3. Medical Research and Operations Directorate
4. Technical Assistant for Apollo, Flight Operations
5. Advanced Planning Support Office, Flight Operations
6. Landing and Recovery Division, Flight Operations
7. Mission Planning and Analysis Division, Flight Operations
8. Space Physics Division. Science and Applications
9. Reliability and Quality Assurance Office

IX. George C. Marshall Space Flight Center, Marshall Space Flight Center,
Alabama
I. Office of the Director

X. Wallops Station, Wallops Island, Virginia
I. Administrative Officer

1. Mission of the National Aeronautics and Space Administration (NASA).
The purpose of NASA is to carry out the policy of Congress that activities
in space should be devoted to peaceful purposes for the benefit of all man-
kind. The principal statutory functions of NASA are as follows:

I. expand human knowledge of phenomena in the atmosphere
and space;

2. conduct research for the solution of problems of flight within
and outside the earth's atmosphere, and develop, construct,
test, and operate aeronautical and space vehicles;

3. conduct activities required for the exploration of space with
manned and unmanned vehicles;

4. arrange for the most effective utilization of the scientific and
engineering resources of the United States with other nations
engaged in aeronautical and space activities for peaceful pui--
poses; and
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S. provide for the widest practicable and appropriate dissemina-
tion of information concerning NASA's activities and their
results.

Planning, coordination and control of N ASA programs are vested in
Headquarters. Directors of NASA's Field Centers and other installations
are responsible for execution of NASA's programs. largely through con-
tracts with research, development, and manufacturing enterprises. A broad
range of research and development activities is conducted in NASA's Field
Centers and installations by Government employed scientists, engineers and
technicians to evaluate new concepts and phenomena and to maintain the
competence required to manage contracts with private enterprises.

Brief explanations of the responsibilities and activities of the Field Cen-
ters follow.

John F. Kennedy Space Center: Provision of supporting activities
for the major launchings: preparation and integration of space vehi-
cles.

Manned Spacecraft Center: Development of manned spacecraft,
such as Apollo: development of life support systems; development
and integration of experiments for assigned space flight activities; as-
tronaut training: manned flight operations in space; and supporting
scientific, engineering and medical research.

George C. Marshall Space Flight Center: Development of launch
vehicles and systems to launch manned and unmanned spacecraft;
development and integration of experiments for assigned space flight
activities; and supporting scientific and engineering research.

Goddard Space Flight Center: Scientific research in space with un-
manned satellites: development of earth observing, meteorological,
and communications satellites; tracking and data acquisition opera-
tions.

Jet Propulsion Laboratory (Operated under contract by the Califor-
nia Institute of Technology): Deep space, lunar, and interplanetary
scientific exploration; development of unmanned lunar and interplane-
tary spacecraft: operation of related tracking and data acquisition
systems.

Wallops Station: Launch facilities and services for other N ASA in-
stallations which conduct suborbital, orbital, and space probe experi-
ments with vehicles ranging from small rockets to the Scout four-stage
solid fuel rocket. Development of techniques for collection and
processing of experimental data.

Ames Research Center: Basic and applied research in space en-
vironmental physics, including simulation techniques; gas dynamics
research at extreme speeds; configuration. stability, structures, and
guidance and control of aeronautical and space vehicles; biomedical
and biophysical research.

Flight Research Center: Research in high performance aircraft and
spacecraft, including flight operations and flight systems, and struc-
tural characteristics of aeronautical and space vehicles.
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Langley Research Center:. Research in aeronautical and space
structures and materials, aerodynamics of re-entry vehicles, space en-
vironmental physics. life sciences, and subsonic and supersonic flight:
and development of spacecraft for lunar and planetary exploration.

Lewis Research Center: Research in powerplants and propulsion.
high energy propellants. nuclear rockets, and electric propulsion:
management of medium launch-vehicle programs.

Because of the high technical content involved in NASA's mission. most
activities within NASA would be affected by metrication. This wculd be
especially true within the basic and applied research areas: the development.
testing, and evaluation activities: operations; and plant and support facilities.

2. Present Metric Usage. Metric measurement units are used at all NASA
Field Centers.' Metric engineering standards are used at eight of the i0 Cen-
ters (Langley Research Center and Wallops Station are the exceptions). The
most widespread uses of the metric system within NASA are in basic
research, laboratory analyses, electronics, fluid mechanics, in certain hard-
ware (such as optical equipment). and in areas where international programs
are important. Major reasons cited for present metric usage (except in those
areas where metric usage is consistent with general practice) are improved
international cooperation and operational improvement; cost savings are
cited infrequently. Most basic research equipment is in the metric system.
Metric usage is rare in the fabrication trades, mechanical engineering design
areas, technical and support facilities, and plant engineering groups.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Under this assumption, there are some activities at each of
the 10 Centers (except for Wallops Station) in which metric usage will in-
crease. Two of the most significant changes forecast are: (1) significant in-
creases in the use of metric units at all Centers, particularly in reports= and
calculations, and (2) new instrument specifications to be completely metric
by 1980 at the Lewis Research Center. Reasons for the increased metric
usage are: science and engineering activities in many fields favor the metric
system; quality and performance will be improved by increased metric
usage; and the influence of international activities on NASA wili increase.
Lewis Research Center believes that a changeover to the metric system is in-
evitable within a generation and that some purchases of equipment should be
in metric in order to reduce the cost of an eventual changeover.

' NASA conducted a survey of its approximately 14.000 technical notes and technical
memoranda reports published during the period 1962 through 1969 in order to determine the
trend of metric usage in the NASA reports. The results showed that 22 percent of the reports
contained metric units only: 31 percent contained English units only 30.2 percent contained
both units: and 16.1 percent contained neither English nor metric units. Comparisonof the two
four-year periods. 1962.65 and 1966-69 indicated that the combined metric usage (metric.
predominately metric, and parallel usage) increased from 33.4 percent to 53.2 percent from the
first four-year period to the second four-year period. See the report entitled "NASA Metric
System Study" (NASA Contractor Report 1555. February 1970).

2 A NASA Policy Directive (Issuance No. NPD 2220.4 of September 15. 1970) directed that
measurement values employed in NASA scientific and technical publications shall be ex-
pressed in SI units. except for exempt classes spelled out in the Directive.
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Respondents in some other activities would like increased metric usage,
but will not act unless there is a national program of conversion. These
respondents fed that unless there would be a concerted action to go metric,
it would not pay for their groups to unilaterally increase the use of metric
beyond the requirements of the Policy Directive cited in the above
referenced footnote.

Where individual respondents anticipate changes toward metric usage,
most expect temporary cost increases. These will be caused primarily by the
time and cost of retooling and redocumentation, revision and upgrading of
techniques. training, and conversion of units. On the other hand, there will
be some savings due to greater efficiency (e.g., less converting and
checking).

Most individual respondents (36 out of the 44 responding) at all Centers
except Ames Research Center believe that if the changes under Assumption
I are not made, existing problems due to the dual systems will intensi-
fye.g., retraining, dual dimensioning. increased inventories. international
communications, and conversion problems. There will be some failure of
equipment and errors in manufacture due to incompatibility or discrete dif-
ferences resulting from dual dimensioning.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Generally, NASA believes
that metrication would increase costs to NASA during the transition period,
but over the long run there would be savings under Assumption II.

Nine of the I 0 Centers anticipate net annual added costs during the transi-
tion period (Ames Research Center foresees no cost impact). Net annual
added costs for those respondents giving dollar estimates total about
$711,000.

In addition to this figure, some individual respondents give descriptive
estimates or percentage cost changes. For example, one group at the
Manned Spacecraft Center anticipates "millions of dollars" of increased
costs because of software conversion, training, and documentation. A few
respondents at several of the Centers estimate percentage cost increases
averaging about 10 percent. A center-wide estimate at Goddard indicates an
expected increase of under 1 percent.

The increases are expected because of higher costs of fabrication, replace-
ment of some equipment or parts, maintenance of dual inventories, changes
in documentation, software conversion, some increase in errors and
wastage, more accidents, changes in drawings, more dual dimensioning, re-
calibration, changes in nameplates on equipment, and training of personnel.
Standard operating procedures would have to be reworked. Safety and build-
ing codes would have to be rewritten. Minor adjustments would be required
in contracts.

Many individual respondents report that actual cost impacts would not be
significant on their groups during the transition period because:

a. most hardware and documentation are supplied by other agen-
cies;

b. most engineers and scientists are familiar with the metric
system already; and
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c. most present equipment based on English units will become
obsolete and have to be replaced by the end of the transition
period anyway.

During the post-transition period, there would be cost savings at all Cen-
ters except for Ames Research Center (no cost impacts) and Langley
Research Center (uncertain if there would be any cost impacts). These costs
savings would be due primarily to the benefits of working in a single, uniform
system, which is implicitly simpler than the customary system. Thus, there
would be fewer errors, elimination of conversion calculations, easier in-
terchange of information, and elimination of the dual system in documenta-
tion and instrumentation. There would also be higher precision and greater
reliability for measurement. The total annual net savings for those respon-
dents svho give dollar estimates is about $445,000. Again, several respon-
dents give percentage savings or narrative descriptions of savings which are
not included in this estimated figure.

There seems to be an implicit feeling that it would take a long time for the
accumulated savings due to metrication to overtake the accumulated added
costs during the transition, even though in the very long run, net costs
savings are seen by most respondents.

Added costs do not seem to weigh significantly in the evaluation as to
whether, in the long run, advantages would or would not outweigh the disad-
vantages. The predominant feeling at each Center (and that of 39 out of 46
individual respondents) is that the advantages of metrication would outweigh
the disadvantages, primarily because of operational improvements.

Those individual groups which believe that the advantages would not
predominate are the fabrications groups, technical and support facilities
groups, and the launching groups at the Kennedy Space Center. These
groups have heavy investments in customary hardware which would be
costly to replace. The use of metric hardware in place of customary hard-
ware would not significantly improve performance within these groups.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Measurement Units
(Assumption III). The problems caused by metrication under Assumption III
are somewhat similar to those under the prior assumption. The major dif-
ference is that a change in engineering standards would require more hard-
ware type changes and difficulties in rewriting standards. There is more need
to consider equipment life, replacement parts, interfacing between old and
new equipment, and tooling. There would be a much greater problem regard-
ing dual inventories.

Significantly fewer respondents give replies under Assumption Ill. In
general, however, the answers under Assumption III parallel those given
under Assumption II. Dollar estimates for annual added costs during the
transition and the savings or added costs during the post-transition are
generally the same as the estimates given under Assumption I I.

All Centers except Ames Research Center (which expects no cost impact)
anticipate increased costs during the transition. The total annual added cost
during the transition for those respondents who give numbers of dollars is
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about $849,000. Not included in the $849,000 figure are respondents who
give descriptive cost changes and who give percentage cost changes. For ex-
ample, Goddard estimates that average annual costs would increase from
5 to 10 percent under Assumption Ill (whereas costs under Assumption
II would increase under I percent.)

Most Centers expect slight savings after the transition period. During the
post-transition period, the average annual net savings for the few respon-
dents who give dollar figures total about $125.000. Only Goddard Space
Flight Center expects net added costs during the post-transition.

Costs and savings figures imply. under Assumption Ill (as well as under
Assumption 11). that it would take decades for anticipated cumulative
savings to overtake added costs accumulated during the transition period.
Even if one discounts the future savings (no matter what reasonable discount
rate one may suggest). NASA probably could not justify a case for going
metric purely on these monetary savings estimates.

In spite of these indications that costs would increase in the near future
because of metrication, the great majority of the respondents at NASA be-
lieve that advantages of going metric would outweigh disadvantages over the
long term. Under Assumption 111, 37 believe that advantages would
predominate; four do not. and two do not know. This breakdown closely
parallels that described under Assumption II. Those who believe that long
term advantages would not predominate are the two facilities groups at Jet
Propulsion Laboratory, the Engineering and Technical Services group at
Langley, and Lewis Research Center (significant because Lewis thinks ad-
vantages would predominate under Assumption II).

Long term advantages cited are similar to those under Assumption 11:
namely, operational improvement and international convenience and
cooperation. It is extremely difficult, if not impossible. to estimate savings
that would result from these advantages. Advantages listed under Assump-
tion III, but not under Assumption II. are: the possibility of a set of unified
international engineering standards, possible generation of new and better
standards, and reduction of inventories to metric sizes only.

Disadvantages cited under Assumption Ill are cost increases, use of older
equipment difficult (in many cases), and operational impairment in several
technical support and fabrication areas. Lewis Research Center notes that
the Government would probably have to pay the costs of metrication for in-
dustry.

6. Conclusion. Nine of the 10 Centers are substantially in favor of a con-
certed national program to increase metric usage. Ames Research Center is
undecided. Manned Spacecraft Center, Jet Propulsion Laboratory, and
Marshall Space Flight Center make positive recommendations to convert to
the metric system.

Thirty-seven individual respondents favor a national program. eight do
not, and one does not know. Those groups not in favor of a national program
are the fabrications groups, the technical support activities. and the launch
facilities at Kennedy Space Center. Their large investments in hardware
would have to be substantially modified. and the expected resulting per-
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formance would not be a noticeable improvement over the present per-
formance.

Most respondents believe that metrication should come under a national
program consisting of:

( 1 ) legislation to make use of metric mandatory:
(2) use of metric in government specifications and contracts:
(3) educational and retraining efforts to teach metric: and
(4) publicity programs to acquaint the public with use and ad-

vantages of the metric system.

To make the changeover more effective, the Centers would ( 1) use their
authority to issue management directives requiring the metric system to be
used internally and (2) amend procurement contracts and grants to require
metric use in procured hardware and software as well as in funded studies
and research. Most documents and data formats would be in metric.
Machine tools and equipment would be converted, where necessary, and
some test equipment would have to be recalibrated or modified. Some new
tools and equipment would have to be purchased.

To implement the changeover, in addition to the exercise of authority as
stated above, the Centers would change design drawings along with stan-
dards and specifications: issue directives concerning training. publicity, and
enforcement: and establish procedures to insure overall management visibili-
ty and control. JPL suggests iFAting up a planning and control board for the
changeover effort.

Eight of the 10 Centers prefer a 10-year transition period. Both Marshall
Space Flight Center (1-2 years transition period) and Lewis Research Center
(does not specify length of transition period) favor a shorter transition
period. Most of the individual respondents wanting a different period believe
that metrication could be completed in less time: this would reduce the
period of confusion. The three individual respondents wanting a longer
period cite long retraining periods and costly replacement of plant and equip-
ment (Plant Engineering Division and Telecommunications Division at the
Jet Propulsion Laboratory and the Medium Launch Vehicle Division at the
Kennedy Space Center).

If there were a concerted national program to use metric standards as well
as measurement units, however, the Jet Propulsion Lboratory would prefir
a 15-year period. Under these circumstances, Lewis believe hat transition
should vary from 5 to 15 years depending on the particular Center activity
involved.

The intensity of impact on NASA from metrication under either Assump-
tion II or III would be somewhere between moderate3 and substantial, but
in the main the changeover would be desirable. Any positive step to change
over to the metric system would have to be a matter of national policy, and
NASA's position would be influenced by the national policy.

3See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scaleon p. 79.
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NATIONAL SCIENCE FOUNDATION
(NSF)
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Liaison Representative:

Emanuel Haynes, Acting Head, Office of Plans and Analysis

Respondents Internal Operations:

Assistant Director for Institutional Programs
2. Assistant Director for Education
3. 1 nternational Decade of Ocean Exploration
4. Office of Computing Activities
5. Office of National Centers and Facilities
IS. Office of Sea Grant Programs
7. Assistant Director for Administration
8. Office of Economic, Manpower and Special Studies

RespondentsScience and Technology Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Office of Plans and Analysis
2. Senior Staff Associate, Research
3. Special Assistant, Education

1. Mission of the National Science Foundation. The fundamental mission of
the National Science Foundation (NSF) is to institute and support basic
scientific research and programs to strengthen scientific research potential
in the mathematical, physical, medical, biological, engineering, social, and
other sciences. The Foundation initiates and supports research programs
relating to the development of marine resources. The Foundation awards
grants and contracts primarily to universities and other nonprofit institutions
in support of scientific research; awards grants to assist colleges and univer-
sities in improving their scientific capabilities; supports national centers,
such as Kitt Peak National Observatory, where large facilities are made
available to qualified scientists; awards graduate fellowships in the sciences;
develops programs aimed at improving scientific education in the United
States; supports the development and use of computers, primarily for
research and education in the sciences; and encourages the interchange of
scientific information among scientists of the United States and foreign
countries. The Foundation develops and disseminates information relating
to scientific manpower and resources.

2. Present Metric Usage. To a limited extent, metric measurement units
are used in scientific documentation within NSF. Oceanographic data is
in metric units and metric units are used in the five national centers sup-
ported by NSF. The metric system is used in NSF primarily because most
scientific activities use metric units as general practice. There are no
significant disadvantages within NSF in the use of the metric system.



260 FEDERAL GOVERNMENT: CIVILIAN AGENCIES

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). There appears to be no detectable trend toward increased
metric usage in NSF. None of the respondents foresee further changes
toward increased metric usage in the future. There is some concern ex-
pressed that problems will arise if there is no further increase in metric usage
in NSF (e.g.. in the training and international cooperation areas), but these
problems are not seen as significant.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption H). NSF respondents an-
ticipate very little impact on their activities under this assumption. Some cur-
rent technical documentation would have to be converted to metric units.
Grantees would be required to use metric units in their reports.

There are no foreseeable problems for NSF itself, though there may be
problems and cost impacts for grantees. No cost impacts on NSF agency ac-
tivities are anticipated. Several long-term advantages to NSF from metrica-
tion are cited. These include operational improvement, facilitated interna-
tional communication and cooperation. and better promotion of U.S. stan-
dards internationally.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement.
Since most activities in NSF are not directly concerned with standards, im-
pacts on most internal operations of the agency would be identical to those
described under the prior assumption. One exception is that grantees would
be required to use metric standards. as well as metric measurement units, in
their work in the field or in the laboratory. The other exception is that there
would be a cost increase of about $300,000 per year, or under 1 percent, for
the Office of National Centers and Facilities in order to make equipment
changes at each of the Centers. No cost impacts are anticipated after the
transition period, however.

6. Conclusion. Generally. a concerted national program to increase metric
usage in measurement units and engineering standards is favored within
NSF. Those wanting a concerted program suggest Congressional action fol-
lowed by public education and introduction ofthe metric system into govern-
ment operations. A 10-year transition period seems to be satisfactory.
Though the proposed changes would not be needed as far as the internal
operations of NSF are concerned, society would benefit.

Impacts of Metrication on Science and Technology

Present Metric Usage. At present the metric system is used hi ..aibout
c0 percent of all scientific activities and from one-quarter to oicerhalf
of all technological activites in the United States. There is increasing metric
usage in engineering research and development, but little change in educa-
tion and engineering design work.

Up to the present, the impact on science and technology of increasing
worldwide and domestic metric usage has been trivial.' Whereas scientists

' See "Classification of Intensitiei of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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already use the metric system, engineers. by and large. still use the cus-
tomary system of units. The metric system is now widely taught in schools
and colleges.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase metric usage. there will be little effect on the work of scientists from
the evolutionary increase in metric usage. If all other countries are metric.
and dual systems continue to be used in the U.S., handbooks will eventually
require conversion. standard plans will need adjustment, and measuring in-
struments will need changes in scales. A difficult .situation could arise in
early science education. There will. however. be negligibk impact on the
ability of NSF to perform its mission with respect to the areas of science and
technology.

If there were a nationally planned program to increase metric usage over
a 10-year period, there would be advantages in the long run and some short
run disadvantages for science and technology. Long-term advantages would
be uniformity and simplification. There would be disadvantages in the transi-
tion period with respect to the resistance to change. Costs would be relative-
ly small since conversion of handbooks and charts could be incorporated in
new editions. If the transition period were longer, costs might be smaller for
conversion of books and charts. but the impacts would basically be the same.

NSF believes that adoption of the metric system would improve its effec-
tiveness in coping with its responsibility toward science and technology.
Science. engineering, and education could be better coordinated. People
would learn to think in metric units. Simplicity and increased accuracy
would result.

What Action Should Be Taken? NSF thinks that there should be positive
action to change to the metric system. Scientific research and technological
development would benefit as well as science education. NSF would not be
significantly affected.
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SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
(SBA)

Liaison Representatives:

Richard Hellman, Director of Economic Planning and Research;
and Andrew Canellas, Acting Chief, Economic Planning Group,
Office of Planning Research and Analysis

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Procurement Assistance (Boston). Certificate of Competen-
cy Program

2. Procurement Assistance (New York). Certificate of Com-
petency Program

3. Procurement Assistance (Atlanta). Certificate of Competen-
cy Program

4. Procurement Assistance (Chicago), Certificate of Com-
petency Program

5. Procurement Assistance (Dallas). Certificate of Competen-
cy Program

6. Procurement Assistance (San Francisco), Certificate of
Competency Program

7. Procurement Assistance. Office of Business Development
8. Procurement Assistance. Office of Business Development
9. Management Assistance. Counseling Division

10. Management Assistance. Counseling Division
I I. Procurement Assistance. Research and Technology

Assistance Division

Respondents Small Business Area of National Responsibility:

I. Counseling Division
2. Technology Utilization Officer
3. Research and Technology Assistance Division

1. Mission of the Small Business Administration. The mission of SBA is to
aid, counsel, assist, and protect the interests of small business concerns; to
insure that a fair proportion of the total Government purchases and con-
tracts for supplies, services. research, and development be placed with small
business enterprises; to make loans to small business investment companies
and State and local development companies; to guarantee the payment of
rent under leases to small business concerns to enable them to obtain prime
commercial or industrial facilities; to license and regulate small business in-
vestment companies; to improve the management skills of the owners of
small business concerns with direct action programs and through established
channels of business relations; and to provide for the development of
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management skills of qualified persons seeking to establish a business.
2. Extent of ('resent Metric Usage. Currently. metric units of measurement

or metric engineering standards are used by only two of the 11 SBA respon-
dents. A respondent from the Office of Business Development uses metric
units in the handling of contract assistance for drugs and pharmaceuticals.
and in chemical contracts. The Research and Technology Assistance Divi-
sion uses metric units in research and development contract assistance: met-
ric engineering standards are used wherever they are prescribed by Federal
standards and always with their equivalents under the customary system.

Use of SI by related scientific activities is cited as the reason for present
metric usage: no disadvantages are mentioned.

3. Anticipated Changes If There Is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Under this assumption, none of the 11 SBA respondents
plan to unilaterally increase use of the metric system. In the absence of any
moves toward metrication, five SBA respondents, four from the Certificate
of Competency Program and one from the Counseling Division, anticipate
problems. Training is the most frequently mentioned problem. because of
the increasing metric usage outside of SB A.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned I'rogram to Increase Use
of Metric Measurment Units (Assumption 11). Under this assumption, only
one of the I I SBA respondents anticipates savings or increased costs during
the transition and post-transition periods; the remaining respondents an-
ticipate no cost impacts.

One of the respondents from the Office of Business Development expects
a 5 to 10 percent increase in annual added costs during the transition period
under this assumption. During the post-transition period, annual internal
savings of 5 to 10 percent are expected.

Three SBA respondents (both respondents of the Office of Business
Development and one respondent of the Certificate of Competency Pro-
gram) mention long-term advantages of metrication. International promotion
of U.S. standards and improvement of international communication are the
most frequently mentioned advantages. One respondent of the Certificate of
Competency Program thinks adoption of metric units would mean cost in-
creases and operational impairment.

Four respondents feel that the advantages of the changeoverwould out-
weigh the disadvantages. Two respondents believe that the disadvantages
carry more weight, while four are unable to decide.

If there were a nationally planned effort to adopt metric units oltneasure-
ment, only one respondent (one of those in the Office of Business Develop-
ment) foresees significant problems. These would consist of substantial
changes in laws and codes and problems in operations and in education and
training. To implement a transition to metric units, three respondents men-
tion training personnel in metric usage; the Counseling Division would have
to revise manuals and publications in its field; and the Research and
Technology Assistance Division would have to advise small businesses to
carefully examine the languagiof specifications and contracts.

S. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase
Use of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Units of Meas-
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urement (Assumption Under this assumption. SBA would face the
same costs. savings. advantages. disadvantages, and problems of transition
as under the prior assumption.

6. Conclusion. Of the 11 SBA respondents. six' recommend adoption of
metric units of measurement and four2 recommend adoption of metric en-
gineering standards. Three are opposed to the adoption of metric units and
standards: these are: two of the Certificate of Competency Program respon-
dents. and the Research and Technology Assistance Division respondent.
The remaining respondents make no recommendations.

The respondents who favor metrication submit a wide range of recommen-
dations. These include: formation of a "blue ribbon" committee, represent-
ing all strata of our culture, to develop procedures to expedite metrication:
international agreements on metrication: mandatory dual measurements
with immediate movement toward metrication: a national program of metric
education: and a national plan of metric implementation.

The respondents who advise against metrication anticipate a number of
problems. Problems foreseen by two of the respondents are as follows:

(1) A respondent from the Certificate of Competency Program
said that the costs of conversion to the metric system would
be substantial for small businesses and metrication could
result in a less competitive position for small businesses rela-
tive to that of larger businesses.

(2) A respondent from the Certificate of Competency Program
said that a transition to the metric system would result in more
competition from abroad for the small tool and machine manu-
facturers without an offsetting increase in exports due to our
traditionally high production costs.

Concerning a preference for a longer or shorter period than 10 years for
metrication. three respondents reply "no" and one "yes." Five respondents
are unable to estimate the adequacy of a 10-year transition period: two
respondents do not respond to this question. One respondent of the Counsel-
ing Division recommends a transition period of 2 years because it would
reduce conversion and double measurement costs. However, he is unable to
estimate the extent of these cost reductions.

Impacts of Metrication on Small Business
Present Metric Usage. At present. the metric system is used in less than

one-quarter of all activities in the small business area. Small companies in-
volved with research and development use the metric system in some activi-
ties but tend to use customary units and standards in their contracting work.
At present, it does not appear that there is a trend toward increased metric
usage in the small business area.

' These arc: two of the Certificate of Competency Program respondents, two of the Office of
Business Development respondents, and both of the Counseling Division respondents.

2 These are: one of the Certificate of Competency Program respondents, two of the Office of
Business Development respondents. and one respondent from the Counseling Division.
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Increasing domestic and international use of the metric system has had a
negligible to tririal impact on the Nation's small businesses. The bulk of the
products produced by the Nation's small businesses are consumed by the
Government or domestic firms (both use customary units of measurement
and standards). Only small businesses serving foreign markets have been af-
fected.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Increasing use of the metric system
without a coordinated national program for its adoption might have serious
consequences for small businesses. Without Federal assistance. small busi-
nesses would tend not to move towards metrication as readily as the
Government and larger industries. and might be put at a competitive disad-
vantage. Metrication would help a limited number of small manufacturers
sell abroad but this advantage would probably be offset by the substantial to
severe costs of transition which small manufacturing firms would face.

Under a nationally coordinated program of metrication with a 10-year
transition period, a Federal program of assistance would be helpful for small
businesses. Retail and service industries would probably require a modest
program of assistance. Small manufacturing firms would want a more com-
prehensive program of assistance since they would face substantial costs of
conversion and more serious problems of transition.

With regard to the duration of the transition period, one respondent
(Counseling Division) would like to see the shortest one possible since this
would be the cheapest in terms of conversion costs. Another respondent
(Technology Utilization Officer) thinks a transition period longer than 10
years (but not exceeding 20 years) would have a more moderate impact on
the industries involved.

The Technology Utilization Officer also suggests that the magnitude of
foreign exports by small U.S. producers be used as a numerical indicator of
the impact of metrication on small businesses.

Increasing domestic and international use of the metric system has had a
negligible impact on the ability of the Small Business Administration to per-
form its mission with regard to the Nation's small businesses. It is unclear
whether or not metrication would improve the Small Business Administra-
tion's effectiveness with regard to its responsibilities.

What Action Should Be Taken? In the event of a nationally coordinated
program of metrication, the respondents of the Small Business Administra-
tion recommend programs of assistance for the Nation's small businesses
and the teaching of the metric system in our entire educational system.

'See "Classification of Intensities of Impact scale on p. 79.
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SMITHSONIAN INSTITUTION

Liaison Representative:

Henri E. Mit ler, Astrophysical Observatory

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Office of the Assistant Secretary
2. Office of Assistant Secretary (Science)
3. Environmental Sciences
4. Department of Science and Technology. Museum of History

and Technology
5. Division of Cultural History. Museum of History and

Technology
6. Department of Applied Arts. Museum of History and

Technology
7. Division of Postal History. Museum of History and

Technology
8. Division of Textiles. Museum of History and Technology
9. Department of Industries. Museum of History and

Technology
10. Division of Military History
I I. National Zoological Park
P. Buildings Management Department
13. Chief of Exhibits. Buildings Management Department
14. Arts Exhibits. Buildings Management Department
15. Astrophysical Observatory
16. Conservation Analytical Laboratory
17. Radiation Biology Department

1. Mission of the Smithsonian Institution. The Smithsonian Institution is an
independent establishment devoted to public education, basic research. and
national service in science, the humanities, and the arts. The Institution ad-
ministers a number of Government programs placed under its control by the
Congress and funded by Federal appropriations. The Institution itself is a
private, nonprofit corporation. It receives and administers contracts and
grants and accepts gifts and bequests from both private and public sources.
These activities are administered in its capacity as a private organization.

The Smithsonian Institution's collections, libraries, and laboratories are
unique resources for research and information. The Institution maintains
museums of science, history, and technology, art galleries, a zoological park.
an observatory, and research laboratories, natural preserves, and informa-
tion handling facilities. The Institution performs fundamental research and
publishes the results of studies. explorations and investigations.

2. Extent of the Present Metric Usage. Most of the responding divisions in
the Smithsonian already use metric measurement units in their activities. Of
the people in the Institution who make measurements, 80 to 90 percent
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make them in metric units. Metric units are used. for example. in the mea-
surement of zoological specimens. in analytical and other laboratory mea-
surements. in oceanographic research. in measuring dimensions of paintings
and sculpture. and in areas dealing with museum items of foreign manufac-
ture.

Only two divisions report usage of metric engineering standards. The
Museum of History and Technology uses metric standards in the restoration
of objects constructed in metric sizes. The Division of Postal History uses
metric standards in the construction of materials related to research on
stamps and other postal papers.

Most respondents who use the metric system do so because it is generally
accepted procedure in their activities. Metric usage also facilitates interna-
tional cooperation and communication. Only the Radiation Biology Depart-
ment cites cost impacts (in this case. savings) due to present metric usage.
No disadvantages to present metric usage are cited.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption 1.) Only three of the 17 respondents believe that their organiza-
tions will increase the use of the metric system in their activities under As-
sumption I. The Environmental Sciences group believes that its weight and
volume measurements will be metric because of the need for greater accura-
cy of comparative measurements: but there is no time estimate as to when
this will happen. The estimated cost impact resulting from the changes will
be a one-time cost increase of I to 5 percent for training expenses. The Divi-
sion of Cultural History predicts adoption of metric measurements for muse-
um specifications and catalog data because of the increasing trend toward
computerization of catalog data. The time and effort needed for correcting
existing records will lead to a cost increase of less than I percent. The Divi-
sion of Postal History. which already is largely metric. plans complete met-
ric usage: but no date for total conversion is given.

Three of the 17 respondents anticipate problems if no changes toward
metrication are made in their divisions under Assumption I. Problems are
anticipated because of increased dual dimensioning.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). There seems to be a
general consensus of opinion that a switch to the metric system would have
little impact upon the Smithsonian Institution. Under Assumption I!. there
would be an annual cost increase for the Smithsonian Institution of less than
$25.000 during the transition period, and negligible cost increase after the
transition. Four out of the 17 responding Divisions expect increased costs
during the transition period: no respondents anticipate any savings durittg
the transition. The Radiation Biology Department expects a cost increase of
$2.200 per year or 5 to 10 percent because of additional expenses for office
and shop needs. The Environmental Sciences group foresees increased costs
of $10.000 per year ( 1 to 5 percent) during the transition. The Division of
Military History expects costs increases of 10 percent or over ($900 to
$1,500 per year) due to increased cataloging expenses. The Buildings
Management Department foresees increased costs of $10,000 per year
(under I percent) for its operations activities.

421-813 0 - 71 - 18
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For the post-transition period, only one Division expects cost impacts
arising from metrication under Assumption I I. The Division of Military His-
tory expects a cost increase of 10 percent or over ($900 to $1.500 per year)
during the post-transition period as well as during the transition period.

Most respondents believe that there would be long term advantages for
their operations resulting from metrication under Assumption II. Most
frequently mentioned advantages are simplified measurements and calcula-
tions, operational improvement, and better promotion of U.S. standards in-
ternationally. Improved facility for international transfer of information.
comparisons of measurement, and data handling and storage in computers
are also advantages. Ease of communication between shop people and
scientists is mentioned by the Radiation Biology Department as a long term
benefit. Only the Buildings Management Department mentions any long
term disadvantages to metrication under Assumption II. In that ease. cost
increases and operational impairment within the Department are anticipated
as a result of training, inventory, and conversion activities.

Most respondents believe that the advantages of metrication under As-
sumption I I would outweigh the disadvantages. Only two (both in the
Buildings Management Department) feel that the advantages would not out-
weigh the disadvantages.

Only two of the responding Divisions of the Smithsonian Institution
foresee any significant problems which would arise under Assumption I I.
The Buildings Management Department believes that there would be
problems concerning operations, maintenance and equipment, and training.
One critical problem would be the necessity of increased monitoring of em-
ployees' work to guard against a likely increase in the number of errors until
the employees are familiar with the system. The respondent in the Buildings
Management Division dealing with arts exhibits believes that there would be
problems dealing with maintenance, equipment, and training.

Only eight Divisions provide any comments with regard to what needs to
be done in implementing the changeover. Most of the needed tasks would in-
volve the training of employees. Only the Radiation Biology Department
and the Buildings Management Department mention more involved imple-
mentation tasks. Both would have to replace some equipment and supplies.
The Buildings Management Department, however, would also have to sub-
stantially increase its inventory of items.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). Under this assumption the impacts upon the Smithsonian
Institution would not be much different than they would be under the prior
assumption. More hardware would have to be changed and this would in-
volve several thousand more dollars than would be involved under Assump-
tion II.

Only three of the 17 Divisions see any significantly different impacts
under Assumption I l l than they see under Assumption II. The Astrophysi-
cal Observatory believes that there would be a cost increase of under 1 per-
cent during the transition period under Assumption III (about $300 per year
for retooling and replacement of micrometers and other instruments),
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whereas there would be no cost impact under the prior assumption.
The Radiation Biology Division says that an additional benefit of conver-

sion under Assumption III would be the facilitated evaluation of products of
U.S. and foreign origin. The Director of the Buildings Management Depart-
ment believes that under Assumption III. there would be an annual cost in-

crease of $17.500 (57.500 annually for engineering and design activities and
$10.000 for operating activities): no cost impacts are anticipated during the
post-transition. These estimates contrast with the anticipated cost increases
under Assumption II ($10.000 annual increase during the transition).

Most respondents believe that the advantages of metrication under As-
sumption I I I would outweigh the disadvantages. Two (both in Buildings
Management Department) believe that the advantages would not outweigh
the disadvantages.

6. Conclusion. There is general approval within the Smithsonian Institu-
tion for conversion to he metric system. Eleven' of the 17 respondents favor
a nationally coordinated plan to increase the use of metric measurement
units and engineering standards. The Director of the Buildings Management
Department does not favor a concerted plan. The other respondents either
do not provide an opinion or do not know.

The following types of concerted action are suggested: public education in
the metric system. governmental usage of metric. training in all government
agencies. and Congressional action based on recommendations of the Na-
tional Bureau of Standards.

Few of the respondents give any opinion as to the optimum length of the
transition period. Three (Division of Postal History. Division of Military
History. and Art Exhibits)' believe that a 10-year period would be satisfacto-
ry. Three others (Astrophysical Observatory. Radiation Biology Depart-
ment. and Environmental Sciences) believe that a 5-year period would be
long enough. The shorter the transition period, in their opinion, the shorter
is the period of confusion inherent in a dual system..

' These are: Astrophysical Observatory. Conservation-Analytical Laboratory. National
Zoological Park. Radiation Biology Department. Environmental Science. Department of Ap-
plied Arts. Division of Postal History. Division of Military History. Division of Cultural Histo-

ry. Office of Assistant Secretary (Science). and Arts Exhibits.
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TENNESSEE VALLEY AUTHORITY (TVA)

Liaison Representative:

Reed A. Elliot, Director of Water Control Plenning

RespondentsInternal Operations:

I. Office of Power
2. Office of Engineering Design and Construction
3. Office of Agriculture and Chemical Development
4. Maps and Survey Branch
5. Division of Water Control Planning

RespondentsEnergy Area of National Responsibility:

I. Assistant Manager of Power. Office ofPower
2. Power Research and Development Branch. Office of Power

Respondent Environmental Pollution Control Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Division of Environmental Research and Development. Of-
fice of Health and Environmental Science

1. Mission of the Tennessee Valley Authority. TVA is a corporate agency
of the U.S. Government, established in 1933 to develop the Tennessee
River System and to assist in the development of other resources of the Ten-
nessee Valley and adjoining areas. This comprehensive development pro-
gram includes flood control: navigable waterways: electric power produc-
tion: fertilizer research and agricultural development: environmental
research and management: forestry. fish, and wildlife resources: and related
activities.

2. Extent of the Metric Usage. At present the metric system is used in all
nuclear power plant core and fuel measurements and calculations. Metric-
based engineering standards are used in planning and procurement of
nuclear steam plant components and fuel. Most chemical, metallurgical.
biological, medical, and photographic laboratory equipment and instruments
are calibrated in the metric system. Therefore, in most laboratory operations
metric measures are used.

Certain surveying, topographic mapping. photogrammetric, and other en-
gineering equipment. especially those of foreign manufacture, are calibrated
in the metric system. Certain scientific and engineering laboratory equip-
ment and instruments are calibrated in the metric system. Most foreign
manufactured power plant and transmission plant equipment are designed in
metric measures.

The activities dealing with the planning. design, and construction of
nuclear power plants in TVA have had increasing metric usage to a con-
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siderable degree since about 1964. Because of the increase in the purchase
of foreign designed and manufactured power generating. transmission, and
distribution equipment. there has been an increasing involvement with met-
ric units. Increased international scientific and engineering involvement and
cooperation by TVA employees has meant that metric usage is becoming
more common, especially in the writing of papers presented at foreign
technical meetings or published in journals and magazines that have interna-
tional distribution. An increasing number of scientific and engineering equip-
ment and instruments manufactured in the United States are being calibrated
in the metric system. In a number of cases manufacturers no longer offer
equipment calibrated in the customary system.

The chief advantages of present metric usage are facilitated international
cooperation and better communication with related scientific activities. The
Office of Power says that indirect cost savings result from purchases of
foreign equipment built to metric standards.

The principal disadvantage is that use of a dual system of units and stan-
dards creates confusion, introduces errors and is more costly than use of a
single system. Lack of familiarity has necessitated the training of engineering
personnel. Another disadvantage is that industry and the engineering profes-
sion tend to prefer customary units.

The TVA believes that in general the advantages of present usage out-
weigh disadvantages.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). None of the five responding offices in TVA anticipate any
changes toward increased use of the metric system, without concerted na-
tional action. Four of the five respondents say that if the offices make no
changes, problems would ensue because of the increasing metric usage out-
side of TVA. Dual dimensioning and international cooperation problems, in-
creased inventory, increased conversion, and increased interfacing are cited
as anticipated problem areas.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). All five of the respondents
anticipate cost impacts during the transition and the post-transition periods.
During the transition period, cost increases and the reasons therefore are:

a. Office of Power anticipates a cost increase of $300,000 ( 1-5
percent) $100,000 increases each for engineering, opera-
tions and maintenance, and training activities.

b. Office of Engineering Design and Construction anticipates a
cost increase of $225,000 (1-5 percent) $65.000 for design
and $160.000 for construction.

c. Office of Agriculture and Chemical Development anticipates
a cost increase of $225,000 (1-5 percent) $200,000 for labor
and $25,000 per year for parts.

d. Maps and Survey Branch anticipates a cost increase of
$150,000 (5-10 percent) $80,000 for cadastral, $10,000 for
geodetic, $25,000 for topographic, $10,000 for hydrographic,
and $25,000 for construction activities.
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e. Division of Water Control Planning anticipates a cost increase
of $50.000 (1-5 percent) annual increases of $35,000 for
laboratory, and $15.000 for field activities.

During the post-transition period, all but the Office of Agriculture and
Chemical Development anticipate savings as follows:

a. Office of Power anticipates a net annual costs savings of
$80.000 per year (less than I percent) a savings of $100,000
for engineering activities, and an added cost of $20.000 for
operations and maintenance.

b. Office of Engineering Design and Construction anticipates an
annual savings of $100,000 (under I percent) the activities
in the Division of Engineering Design and the Division of
Construction.

c. Maps and Surveys Branch estimates an annual savings of
$40.000 (1-5 percent) savings of $10.000 for cadastral,
$5.000 for geodetic. $10.000 for topographic $5,000 for
hydrographic, and $10,000 for construction activities.

d. Division of Water Control Planning expects annual savings of
$15.000 ( I -5 percent) $10,000 for laboratory work and
$5.000 for field work.

On the other hand, the Office of Agriculture and Chemical Development
expects annual added costs of $35,000 (under I percent) because of addi-
tional labor costs.

In summary, under Assumption II, annual costs would increase by $1 mil-
lion (1-5 percent) during the transition period and would decrease by
$200,000 (1-3 percent) during the post-transition. Cost impacts would be
greatest during the first several years of the transition period.

Following the transition period, operations cost reductions and improve-
ment in the overall engineering and scientific activities would ensue. In addi-
tion, international communications and promotion of U.S. standards interna-
tionally would be improved considerably. The following specific advantages
are foreseen: elimination Cf dual system; reduction in measurement and cal-
culation errors: simpler conversion of units, better interchangeability of
equipment and instruments, and common terminology for scientists and en-
gineers.

The advantages of the changeover to the metric system would far out-
weigh the disadvantages.

In order to implement the changeover, TVA would have to train and edu-
cate personnel, revise most specifications and instructions, purchase new or
modify existing equipment and instruments, and operate a dual system
throughout the period of conversion.

Computer conversion to the metric system would require tlh.! changing of
a large number of programs. There would be changes required for nu-
merous tools and other maintenance equipment. Conversion of tables and
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graphs and the reissuing of specifications and information-type literature
would be necessary. All survey markers and survey registers would have to
be converted.

Other problems which would arise include the necessity for changes in
State fertilizer laws, and changes in contracts, real estate descriptions, and
engineering practice regulations. There would also be an increase in errors
(and thus increased costs) because of the unfamiliarity with pnd the awk-
wardness of a dual system.

Interface problems would exist between parts manufactured in metric
dimensions "retrofitted" to existing equipment. Parts inventory require-
ments would be increased during the transition period.

S. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). Under this assumption the impacts of metrication on the
TVA would be about the same as under the prior assumption. Costs would
be somewhat greater under Assumption II I. Annual added costs during the
transition period would be as follows:

a. Office of Power anticipates annual increased costs of
$400,000 (1-5 percent) $100.000 for revising internal
specifications and standards, $175,000 for operations and
maintenance (including inventory items). and $125.000 for
training activities.

b. Office of Engineering Design and Construction expects an an-
nual cost increase of $400,000 (5-10 percent).

c. Office of Agriculture and Chemical Development anticipates
an annual cost increase of $275,000 (1-5 percent) $225,000
for labor and $50,000 for parts.

d. Maps and Survey Branch expects an annual cost increase of
$200,000 (5-10 percent) $100;000 for cadastral, $20,000 for
geodetic, $30,000 for topographic, $20,000 for hydrographic,
and $30,000 for construction activities.

e. Division of Water Control Planning expects a cost increase of
$25,000 (1-5 percent) per yeatli $20,000 for laboratory and
$5,000 for field activities.

During the post-transition period, three TVA respondents expect cost
savings and two expect cost increases. Cost savings are expected as follows:

a. Office of Engineering Design and Construction expects an an-
nual savings of about $150,000 (1-5 percent).

b. Maps and Survey Branch expects a savings of $50,000 per
year (1-5 percent) $15,000 for cadastral, $10,000 for
geodetic, $10,000 for topographic, $5,000 for hydrographic,
and $10,000 for constructior, activities.

c. Division of Water Control Planning expects a cost savings of
$10,000 (1-5 percent) annually for laboratory work.
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The two organizations expecting cost increases during post-transition are
as follows:

a. Office of Power expects a cost increase of $60.000 (under 1
percent) $30.000 for operations and maintenance and
$30,000 for training.

b. Office of Agriculture and Chemical Development expects a
cost increase of $50.000 (under I percent) because of labor
and parts expenditures.

In summary. under Assumption Ill there would he an increase in the an-
nual cost of TVA operations of I to 5 percent during the transition period
and a savings following the transition period. The estimated annual cost in-
crease is $1.300.000 during the transition period. The annual savings after
the transition period is estimated at $100,000.

The long-term advantages and disadvantages under Assumption Ill are
nearly identical to those described under the prior assumption. In addition.
there would be advantages accruing from extensive international
interchangeability of equipment and materials because of more uniform stan-
dards.

In implementing the changeover to the metric system under Assumption
III. procedures would be substantially the same as described under the prior
assumption. In addition, dual inventories would be required for some items.
and machine tools and instruments would have to be replaced sooner than
otherwise. TVA would have to assist in making necessary changes in re-
gional State fertilizer laws. Also. TVA would need to stock more replace-
ment parts.

6. Conclusion. In the overall view, the TVA would gain from a carefully
planned and executed national program of metrication. Transition should be
made as expeditiously as possible to reduce the total time during which a
dual system and its consequences must be endured. A transition period
shorter than the propilsed 10 years can be accomplished at less cost. with
less disruption, and with an earlier realization of benefits. For measurement
units, a transition period of about 5 years appears adequate. For standards.
a slightly longer period may be necessary.

Impacts Of Metrication on the Energy Field

Present Metric Usage. At present the metric system is used in less than
one-quarter of the work activities in the energy field in the United States.
Metric usage appears to be increasing because of increased contact with
foreign manufacturers and suppliers and because of nuclear power genera-
tion.

The impact of current trends toward metrication o!: TVA's
responsibilities in the energy field is seen as trivial.' In a limited number of
areas, such as planning and procurement of nuclear plant components,
laboratory testing and analysis, and increasing use of equipment and instru-

See "Classification of Intensities of Impact- scale on p. 79.
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mentation of foreign manufacture. a dual system must be maintained. But
most problems can be solved by using conversion charts.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase use of the metric system. the ,slow and disorderly transfer to metric
units that would result would lead to increasing and prolonged disruption in-
herent in the dual system.

If there were a 10-year nationally planned program to increase the use of
the metric system. the phasing out of parts tooled in customary measure-
ments in the energy field could create practical difficulties throughout the life

of power plants. These problems would not be affected by the length of the
transition period.

The adoption of the metric system via a nationally planned program would
improve TVA's effectiveness within its area of responsibility toward energy.
Uniformity with international measurements and standards should simplify
and improve cooperation and communication with suppliers, scientists, and
engineers abroad. The TVA doubts. however. that there would be a mea-
surable impact on its ability to produce and transmit power.

What Action Should Be Taken? TVA believes that the National Bureau
of Standards should move toward the adoption of metric standards. This
should be done with the participation of professional and trade associations.
Immediate conversion should be encouraged in those industries suffering no
significant impact or incurring measurable benefits.

Impacts of Metrication on Environmental Pollution
Control

Present Metric Usage. The TVA believes that within the pollution con-
trol field, the metric system is used in over three-quarters of all the work ac-
tivities of health physicists and biologists: in between one-quarter and three-
quarters of the work of the air and water quality engineers: ant in less than
one-quarter of the work of environmental engineers. Metric usage is increas-
ing within the pollution control field. except within environmental engineer-
ing. where no trend is evident. Health physicists believe that their data is
generated and displayed almost entirely in the metric system. For others ac-
tive in air pollution control, except for the environmental engineers, a slow
trend toward metric usage has been observed.

Impact of the current metric usage upon the pollution control area of
responsibility is negligible as far as environmental envineers_are corzgrird.
Impact of the current trends toward metrication is seen as trivial according
to the water quality engineers and health physicists. The air quality en-
gineers and biologists class the impact as moderate.

Future Impacts of Metrication. If there were a nationally planned pro-
gram to increase metric usage. TVA's effectiveness in performing its mis-
sion within the environmental pollution control field would be improved. Im-
proved effectiveness is attributed to reduced chance of error in conversion.
uniformity. and ease of reporting and interpreting scientific articles. How-
ever, environmental engineers believe their work might be impaired because
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of high conversion costs for maps and charts and for maintenance of a dual
system in the interim. Major advantages of conversion are not affected by
the length of the transition period.

What Action Shot( Icl Be Taken? Except for the environmental engineers.
TVA favors promotion and early adoption of the metric system.
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U.S. INFORMATION AGENCY (USIA)

Liaison Representative:

Walter W. Jones, Chief, Management Division

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Office of Assistant Director (Broadcasting)
2. Office of Assistant Director ( Information Cento s)
3. Office of Assistant Director (Motion Pictures and Television)
4. Office of Assistant Director (Press and Publications)
5. Office of Assistant Director (Administration)

1. Mission of the U.S. Information Agency. The purpose of the USIA is to
help achieve U.S. foreign policy objectives by influencing public attitudes in
other nations, and advising the President, his representatives abroad. and the
various departments and agencies on the implications of foreign opinion for
present and contemplated U.S. policies, programs. and official statements.
While the Director of USIA takes the initiative in offering counsel, the vari-
ous departments and agencies can seek such counsel when considering poli-
cies and programs which may substantially affect or be affected by foreign
opinion.

The Agency's mission is accomplished by the use of the various
techniques of communication personal contact, radio broadcasting, libra-
ries, book publication and distribution, press, motion pictures, television, ex-
hibits. English-language instruction, and others. Agency offices abroad,
known as the United States Information Service (US'S), under the supervi-

sion of the Chiefs of Mission, conduct public information, public relations,
and cultural activities i.e., those activities intended to inform or influence
foreign public opinionfor agencies of the U.S. Government, except for
Commands of the Department of Defense.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. USIA, as a part of the foreign affairs
community, has its attention and efforts directed to the rest of the world. At
present, numerous offices of this Agency work and communicate using, in

part. the metric system for measurements and engineering standards.

The Press and Publications Service uses metric measurement units in
establishing specifications for the installation of radio antennae and commu-
nications equipment,

The Information Center Service uses metric measurement units and met-
ric engineering standards for all drawings, detailing, renderings, and specifi-

cations for cultural exchange traveling exhibits designed for fabrication over-
seas, exhibitions and pavilions at international fairs, and itinerant panel ex-
hibits. These are fabricated, duplicated, erected and tested overseas using

metric measurement standards.
The Motion Picture and Television Service uses metric measurement

units in motion picture film stock, motion picture and TV lenses, radio
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wavelength measurements. temperature parameters for electrical com-
ponents. and electronic measurements. As to metric engineering standards.
most U.S. motion picture-TV standards include both English and metric in-
formation. since they are used internationally.

The Broadcasting Service uses metric measurement units and engineering
standards for the engineering and construction of radio facilities abroad to be
used for international broadcasting as opposu to intra-Agency communica-
tion.

The use of metric measurements and standards facilitates the work of
these offices. Indeed, the activities of certain USIA operations require the
use of the metric system in order to arrange for necessary contractuatl,ser-
vices overseas.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). USIA plans no further usage of the metric system under this
assumption.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Coordinated Program to Increase
Use of Metric Units (Assumption II). Conversion from the customary to the
metric system in the United States would help simplify the work of the
USIA offices. The general practice now is to convert to the metric system
for overseas communications and working purposes. or to operate in a dual-
system to provide for the full comprehension of American-educated officers
and domestic contacts. Elimination of the need to convert to the metric
equivalents or to provide dual-system information would result in economies
of operation and manpower.

Total conversion to the metric system within a 10-year period would
require the replacement of certain tools and reference books now in use.
However, normal replacement during a 10-year period could accommodate
such replacements with little or no additional conversion-created costs.

Certain existing facilities, particuhrly communications equipment. which
were designed and built using English standards would require the expendi-
ture of funds for conversion. However, the overall costs of such conversions
are essentially minimal and would be offset by the subsequent reduction of
operating and maintenance costs.

The greatest disruption which would be caused by conversion would be in
the area of employee response to the change and in the need to re-educate
personnel.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Units of Measure-
ment (Assumption III). The impacts under this assumption are identical to
those under the prior assumption.

6. Conclusion. The opinion of responsible Agency officers is that conver-
sion, brought about by a planned program. would be to the overall advantage
of the Agency.
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U.S. POSTAL SERVICE

Liaison Representative:

Norman Roth, Special Assistant to Director of Design, Office of
Design

Respondents In. gal Operations:

I. Bureau of Research and Engineering

I . Director. Office of Technical and Advanced Planning
2. Office of Technical and Advanced Planning
3. Industrial Engineering Staff
4. Standards Division, Industrial Engineering Directorate
5. Machines Control Branch. Mechanization Engineering Divi-

sion
6. Mechanization Design Branch. Mechanization Engineering

Division
7. Letter Mail Equipment Branch
8. Specifications
9. Technical Proposal Evaluation Staff

10. Office of Contract Programs
I I . Engineering Support Branch

II. Bureau of Operations

I. Buildings Branch, Maintenance Division
2. Utilization and Requirements Division
3. Regional Management

HI. Bureau of Facilities

I . Building Design Division
2. Utility Design Division
3. Construction and Coordination Division
4. Program Management

IV. Bureau of Chief Postal Inspector

I. Law Enforcement Science and Technology

V. Postal Service Management Institute

I . Engineering and Instruction Division
2. Engineering and Instruction Division

Respondent Communications (Mail Delivery Operations) Area
of National Responsibility:

1. Industrial Engineering, Office of Design

28G
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1. Mission of the U.S. Postal Service. The mission of the U.S. Postal Ser-
vice is to collect and deliver the mail. The Bureaus most affected by metrica-
tion are described below.

The Bureau of the Chief Postal Inspector directs the execution of policies.
regulations. and procedures governing all investigations: investigates all
violations of postal laws and presents evidence of a criminal nature to the
Department ofJustice and U.S. Attorneys: and directs operating inspections
and audits. including comprehensive internal and contract auditing, for the
Postal Service.

The Bureau of Research and Engineering provides leadership for and
directs research. development and engineering programs for the Postal Ser-
vice. It is responsible for the development of new concepts. systems.. and
techniques for the processing, movement, and delivery of mail: preparation
of basic equipment manning values: and development. design. and testing of
postal equipment and materials.

The Bureau of Operations provides direction for the execution of policies,
programs, regulations, and procedures governing the operational activities
of the field postal service including the admissibility. makeup. classification.
application of postage rates and fees. and collection, processing. dispatch.
and delivery of mail.

The Bureau of Facilities formulates and administers policies, programs.
and procedures governing the acquisition. management. maintenance. im-
provement, and disposal of postal space and of utilities, operating equip-
ment. and supplies: procurement and primary distribution of accountable
paper items: the production. repair, and storage of mailbag equipment:
production of postal locks and keys: and the procurement, maintenance.
storage, and disposal of postal vehicles. It provides architectural and en-
gineering services for the design and construction of all new or enlarged
postal facilities.

The Postal Service Management Institute develops and teaches courses
to postal engineers, technicians, and management in areas of engineering
management, especially as applied to the mechanization program.

2. Extent of the Present Metric Usage. Only fives of the 2 I responding sub-
divisions in the U.S. Postal Service use metric measurement units at present
and only three2 use metric engineering standards. Present metric usage is
confined primarily to areas in which equipment is usually made according to
the metric system (communications devices, optical equipment. anti-friction
bearings, photographic equipment, and equipment in the lighting and power
areas). Much of the above equipment is foreign-made.

All five of the subdivisions which use the metric system identify no ad-
vantages except that "that's the way the equipment was made." Only one

' These arc: Industrial Engineering Staff. and Specifications in the Bureau of Research and
Engineering: Utility Design Division in the Bureau of Facilities: Law Enforcement Science and
Technology in the Bureau of the Chief Postal Inspector: and Engineering Instruction Division
in the l'ostal Service Management Institute.

2 These are: Industrial Engineering Staff in the Bureauof Research and Engineering: Utility
Division in the Bureau of Facilities; and Engineering Instruction Division in the Postal Service
Management Institute.
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respondent cites any. disadvantages; the Industrial Engineering Staff respon-
dent names "lack of familiarization" as a disadvantage.

3. Anticipated Changes if there is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Only three of the 21 respondents believe that their subdivi-
sions will increase use of the metric system in their activities under Assump-
tion I. Two of theie respondents plan significant changes toward greater
metric usage (Industrial Engineering Staff and the Engineering Support
Branch) because of the increasing metric usage outside of the Postal Service
and beeause of time and cost savings. The Machines Control Branch respon-
dent expects that degrees centigrade and meters will be used in measure-
ments instead of degrees Fahrenheit and customary units of length by 1980
because of the increasing domestic use of metric. All three of these groups
report that these changes will cause a less than 1 percent increase in operat-
ing costs.

Thirteen of the 21 respondents anticipate problems if metrication is mere-
ly evolutionary in nature (Assumption I). The-Most common anticipated
problems are increasing difficulties related to dual dimensioning, interna-
tional cooperation, conversion, and interfacikg. Only theVechanization
Design Branch respondent believes that no intensified problKas are an-
ticipated if metrication is merely evolutionary in nature.
. 4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Inirease the

Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Under this assumption,
five Postal Service respondents anticipate increased costs during the transi-
tion period, no respondents anticipate savings, and 16 respondents an-
ticipate no cost impacts.

Two respondents representing the following subdivisions expect their an-
nual

.1

costs to increase less than I percent during the transition period:

a. Office of Technical and Advanced Planning due to.temporary
extra costs in weighing and sizing operations, and

b. Engineering Support Branch a cost increase of $3,250 an-
nually for drafting and specifications changes (heaviest cost
impacts would be in first four years).

The Program Management respondent in the Bureau of Facilities believe
that costs during the transition period would increase by I to 5 percent o?
$76,000 annually due to increased costs of $6,000 for training activities,
$40,000 for conversion activities, and $30.000 for interfacing activities. The
Letter M41 Equipment Branch respondent expects cost increases of 5 to 10,
percent due to an increase in developmental costs of $250,000 annually.
Finally, the)Building Design Division respondent expects an annual cost in-
crease of about $2,250,000 (10 percent or more increase) during the transi-
tion period because of cost increases for architectural engineering and
design activities (actually these costs would be spread over 15 years, but
the cost figure is prorated on a 10-year basis for comparability).

It would be necessary to replace many of the postal scales (those over a
certain age) and modify other scales. It. would probably be cheaper to
replace the small postal scales than to modify them. The total cost of replace-
ment and ennversinn would be about S11.836.000 and would take place over
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a period of about 5 years. A breakdown of these costs appears at the end of
this chapter.

During the post-transition period under Assumption II, three respon-
dents expect savings, one respondent expects cost increases. and 17 expect
no cost impacts.

Three respondents representing the following subdivisions expect an an-
nual savings of under 1 percent during the post-tranSition.period under As-
sumption II:

a. Office of Technical and Advanced Planninga slight savins
in the weighing and sizing operaticins.

b. Engineering Support Branchan annual savings of about
$500.

c. Program Management in the Bureau of Facilities

The Letter Mail Equipment Branch tespondent expects a cost increase in
the post-transition period cf `i to 10 percent due to an increase in develop-
ment costs of $250,000 per yoar.

All but three of the respoAents (Buildings Branch, and Regional Manage-
ment in the Bureau of Operations; and Building Design Di:vision in the Bu-
reau of FacilitieS) say that there would be,long-term advantages to metrica-
tion under Assumption IL The most frequently mentioned advantages are
operational improvement, better promotion of U.S. standards interna-
tionally, and improved ;tternational communication. Four respondents (In-
dustrial Engineering Staff, and Office of Contract,Programs in the Bureau of
Research and EnOeering; Construction and Coordination Division, and
Program Managenteirt in the Bureau of Facilities) mention cost decrease as
a .long range advantae. The Office of Technical and Advanced Planning
respondent believes that the metric system would be easier for the mailing
public to comprehend and apply. "The base ten system is easier to read and
compute, it prevents some errors, and is easier to visualize." Others mention
that it is easier to do engineering design calculations in metric.

Only two respondents believe that there would be any long-range disad-
vantages to metrication under Assumption II. The Letter Mail Equipment
Branch respondent says that cost increases and operational impairment
would result; the Mechanization Design Branch respondent believes that
there would be a cost increase.

Ten3 of the 21 respondents say that advantages of metrication under As-
sumption II would outweigh disadvantages. Five of the: 21 respondents be-
lieve that advantages would not outweigh disadvantages. One of these five.'

3 These are: Office of Technic. al and Advanced Planning (2). Machines Control Branch in the
Mechanization Engineering Divtision. Office of Contract Programs. and Engineering Support
Branch in the Bureau of ,Rescan:h and Engineering: Utilization and Requirements Division in
Bureau of Operations: Program Management in Bureau of Facilities; Law Enforcement
Science and Technology in Bureau of Chief Postal Inspectoand Engineering and Instruction
Division in the Postal Service Management Institute (2).

Industrial Engineering Staff. Mechanization Design Branch in the Mechanization Engineer-
ing Division. and Letter Mail Equipment Branch in Bureau of Research and Engineering: Utili-
ty Design Division. and Construction and Coordination Division in the Bureau of Facilities.
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the Letter Mail Equipment Branch respondent, maintains that metricatiqn.int
measurement units only is a "halfway measure" and that advantages Would
not outweigh the disadvantages. Three respondents (Standards Division of
the Industrial Engineering Directorate and Specifications in the Bureau of
Research. and Engineering and Building Design Division in the Bureau of
Facilitiesiare uncertain whether advantages would outweigh disadvantages
and three subdivisions provide no information.

If there were a planned national effort to adopt metric measurement units.
the primary impact would be in the areas of operations. maintenance and
equipment (altering the charts on postal weighing scales, for example). and
retraining.

The respondent from the Building Design Division of the Bureau of Facili-
ties believes that there would be serious problems of getting the construction
industry to accept the metric system. There would also be legal problems in:
volved in metrication under Assumption 11, The legal problems would be
concerned with revising specifications. changing all laws relating to weight
and measurement of mail according to classification structure, and altering
the weight. rate, and cube requirements.

In order to implement the changeover, the subdivisions would have to
teach courses, change all scale and measuring devices, revise published
material, provide on-the-job training, make minor changes, in drafting tools.
cooperate with the construction industry, dual dimension drawings. and
change and reissue all standard drawings.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units, of Measurement
(Assump ion HI). All 21 of the respondents anticipate cost impacts during
the trans ion under. Assumptiontl II identical to those given under Assump-
tion II. e costs to modify andreplace the postal scales under this assump-
tion ar dentical to those given under the prior assumption. During the past-
transition period. all respondents give identical responses Concerning cost
impacts as they give under Assumption II; except the Letter Mail Equip-
ment Branch respondent. This respondent strongly belie' es that metrication
only in units would result in more problems than benefits. However. if there
were metrication in standards as well as units, there would be a cost savings
in developmental activities of $125,000 per year or 1 to 5 percent during the
post-transition period (in contrast to a cost increase of $250,000 per year or ,
5 to I0 percent during the post-transition under Assumption II).

All but one of the respondents specify the same advantages and disad-
vantages under Assumption 111 as they do under Assumption II. The Letter
Mail Equipment Branch respondent believes that there would be long range
disadvantages under Assumption II due to cost increases and operational
impairments; under Assumption I i I, however, there would be some cost
decreases and operational improvements. If there were metrication in en-
gineering standards. there would be eventual worldwide standards agree-
ments without all the problems of conversion between two system's:

Eleven of the 21 respondents_believe that advantages would outweigh the
disadvantages under Assumption HL Four respondents say that advantages
would not outweigh disadligntages; three respondents are uncertain; and

421 -613 0 - 71 - 19
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three subdivisions provide no information. All respondents except one pro-
vide the same answers under Assumption III as they do under Assumption
H. The Letter Mail Equipment Branch respondent says that advantages
would outweigh disadvantages under Assumption III. but not under As-
siimption 11.

If there were a planned national effort to adopt metric engineering stan-
dards as well as metric measurement units. the respondents cite legal or
other problems, including retraining of personnel, revision of specifications.
and other operational problems. The Office of Technical and Advanced
Planning respondent mentions the lack of industry-wide standards. The
Building Design Division respondent in the Bureau of Facilities sees a
problem in getting the construction industry to agree on new standards. For
most of the responding subdivisions, the problems of metrication under As-
sumption III would be identical to those under Assumption II.

In order to implement the changeover, the respondents believe that. in ad-
dition to the tasks described under Assumption II, they would have to con-
vert engineering specifications appearing in plans. contracts. and reports.
revise manuals containing standards, obtain new testing equipment. and
rewrite new standards and equipment specifications.

Changes in postal mail rates would have to be made if it were desirable to
have whole (and not partial) units. Congress/haratablished the postal
rates based on the avoirdupois ounce which does not come out to any even
metric units (28.350 grams). As a result:104w U.S. Postal Service would
have to establish a new base for postrates based on the metric system. and
such a base would have to_be established before the Service could modify or
replace its postal scales.

6. Conclusion. Fourteens of the 21 respondents favor a nationally coor-
dinated program to increase the use of metric measurement units. Only two
respondents, one each from the Letter Mail Equipment Branch and the Utili-
ty Design Division, do not favor a national program. Three respondents (one
each from Industrial Engineering Staff. the Mechanization Design Branch,
and Program Management) are uncertain whether there should be a national
program. Agency subdivisions currently doing business in both metric and
English measures prefer a complete conversion to the metric system.

The following types of concerted action are suggested: congressional ac-
tion, retraining of personnel, public education, agreements within industry.
publicizing the metric system's advantages and mandatory Government

5 These are: Office or Technical and Advanced. Planning (21. Industrial Engineering Staff.
Machines Control Branch. Specifications. Technical Proposal Evaluation Stuff. Office of Con-
tract Programs, and Engineering Support Branch in the Bureau of Research and Engineering:
Utilization and Requirements Division in The Bureau of Operations: the Building Design Divi-
sion. and Construction and Coordination Division in the Bureau of Facilities: Law Enforce-
ment Science and Technology in the Bureau of Chief Postal Inspector: and Engineering In-
struction Division in Postal Service Management Institute (2).
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procurement in industry. Legislation making metric usage mandatory is
specifically mentioned by six" of the respondents.

Fourteen of the 21 respondents favor a nationally coordinated program to
increase use of metric in engineering standards as well as in measurement
units. The 14 respondents cited here are identical to. the 14 res3hndents
favoring conversion in units only (referred to above) except for the following
two respondents. The Letter Mail Equipment Branch respondent wants met-
rication in both units and engineering standards, but does not want metrica-
tion in units only. On the otherhand. the Law Enforcement Science and
Technology respondent wants metrication in units only, but does not want
to go to metric engineering standards.

The Letter Mail Equipment Branch respondent believes that metric en-
gineering standards would have to be phased in under a program legislated
by Congress. Several respondents suggest that the Government work
through industry-wide committees in developing new standards.

Nine of the 21 respondents regard a 10-year period for transition to metric
measurement units as satisfactory.? Six do not know whether a longer or
shorter period than 10 years would be preferable.

Three subdivisions recommend a shorter transition period and one would
like a longer period." The Mechanization Design Branch respondent suggests
a 3-year period since a shorter period would get industry and government
together at an earlier date. The Officelof Contract Programs respondent be-
lieves that a 5-year period would reduee procrastination. The Engineering
Support Branch respondent prefers 5 years since the conversion of
drawings, etc. could be accomplished in that time period. Finally, the Build-
ing Design Division respondent suggests .25 years as a transition period
since in that period .a whole new generation of people could be educated in
the metric system.

Impacts of MetricatiOn on Mail Delivery
Operations

Present Metric Usage. Metric measures are employed in less than one-
quarter of all mail delivery operations. There is a trend toward increasing
use of the metric system in mail delivery, especially in other countries.

These are: Office of Technical and Advanced Planning. Industrial Engineering Staff. and
Office of Contract Programs in the Bureau of Research and Engineering: Utilization and
Requirements Division in the Bureau of Operations; Construction and Coordination Division
in Bureau of Facilities: and Engineering and Instruction Division in the Postal Service Manage-

ment Institute.
7 These are: Office of Technical and'Advanced Planning (2). Industrial Engineering Staff, and

Technical Proposal Evaluation Staff in Bureau of Research and Engineering: ilization and
Requirements Division of the Bureau of Operations: Utility Design Division. and 'onsi ruction
and Coordination Division of Buren of Facilities, and Engineering and Insinictio Divisionof
the Postal Service Management Institute (2).

"The optimum period for converting to metric engineering standards is identical o that for
units in the case of all respondents except the Letter Mail Equipment Branch. In thi case. the
respondent favors a 10-yeat transition for engineering4landanls but is uncertain wit egard to

measurement units only.
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Countries participating in the development of international mail standards
are helping to increase worldwide metric usage.

Thus far. the impact of the increasing worldwide and domestic use of the
metric system on mail delivery has been negligibk.9

Future Impacts of Metrication. If there is no concerted action by the
Federal Government toward increasing the use of the metric system, the
U.S. Postal Service will probably have dual dimensions for some manufac-
turing drawings and will probably have to retrain some Postal Service per-
sonnel in the metric system. All in all, though, there will be negligible impact
on the ability of the Postal Service to perform its mission.

A nationally planned program with a 10-year transition period would
require training programs to acquaint Postal Service personnel with the met-
ric system. Dual measurements would be required for some time on such
equipment as parcel post scales, where weight measurements are related to
postage charges. If the transition period were longer, the Postal Service
could increase the use of the metric system in Postal Service work more
gradually and reduce the possibility of unnecessary costs which could arise
over a shorter time frame.

It is the opinion of Postal officials that a nationally planned metrication
pr- t. lm would have a trivial impact on the postal system. Once the U.S.
Postal Service has adopted a new system and has trained its personnel, there
would be little effect on the Postal Service's ability to deal with its area of na-
tional responsibility irrespective of how metrication came about.

What Action Should Be Taken? Where the metric system interfaces with
the mission of the U.S, Postal Service, the Postal Service would evaluate the
situation and take whatever action would be necessary in its own best in-
terests.

Coats: Metrication of Postal Scales

The following chart on the costs of replacement and adaptation of postal
scales is based on information supplied by the U.S. Postal Service and vari-
ous scale companies. These metrication unit costs are approximate averages
only. For example, in the case of beam scales, the first item on the chart, the
metrication cost per unit, is an estimate ?tthe average ynit cost, but the ac-
tual unit cost to adapt any particular beatri scale may b/above or below this
figure.

See "Classification of intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.

gm,
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Type ' Number
in use

Type of
metrication
adaptation/
replacement

Metrication
cost/unit

Total Cost for
each type

(column 2 times
column 4)

Beam scales which have capacities
between 100-6,250 lbs.

4.720 Adaptation 300.00 SI .416.000

Drum type computing and auto-
mutic meter scales.

3.320 Adaptation 130.04) 498.000

..

Fan type computing scales 36.000 Adaptation 75.00 2.700.000

10 ton capacity vehicle scales 50 Adaptation 500.00 25,000

16 oz beam scales 205.000 Replacement 35.00 7.175,000

500 lb. parcel post dial scales 220 Adaptation 100.00 22.000

Totals 249,310 11.836,000

' For convenience. the number of scale categories, as received from the U.S. Postal Service,
has been reduced from 16 to 6 by combining categories of similar types of scales.

It is estimated that it would take at least 5 years to complete scale adapta-
tion or replacement.

Many of the scales (perhaps 25 percent of the total number of scales) now
in use will have to be replaced because of obsolescence. Since the-replace-
ment scales could be metric-based, much of the costs ofmetrication would
in actuality be normal replacement costs.

421-013 0 -71 - 20
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U.S. TARIFF COMMISSION

Liaison Representative:

A. F. Parks, Chief, Technical Service

Respondent internal Operations:

I. Technical Seri ice

Respondents Intfirnational Trade Area of National
Responsibility:

/14 /I
I. Chief, Technical Service
2. Comniodity Industry Analyst

1. Mission of the Tariff Commission. The United States Tariff Commission
was created by Act of Congress approved September 8, 1916. The Commis-
sion's powers and duties are provided for largely by the Tariff Act of 1930,
as amended; the Trade Expansion Act of 1962; the Antidumping Act of
1921, as amended; the Agricultural Adjustment Act, as amended; and the
Automotive ProducteTrade Act of 1965.

These statutes require the Commission to investigate and report upon
tariff and foreign trade matters. The Commission makes such investigations
and reports at the request of the President, either branch of the Congress, '
the House Committee on Ways and Means, the Senate Committee on
Finance or upon its own initiative. Investigations into the effects on
domestic industries, firms, or groups of workers, of increased imports result-
ing from trade agreements concessions may be requested by the interested
parties. In addition to the variety of public investigations which generally in-
clude public hearings and usually relate to specific commodities, the Com-
mission also undertakes research and special studies relating to significant
aspects of the overall commercial policy and international trade of the
United States.

The agency is frequently called upon to advise the Congress as to the
probable effects of enactment of proposed trade legislation, and to advise the
President in connection with forthcoming international trade negotiations.

The Commission, in the fulfillment of its investigative and advisory role
regarding the international trade of the United States, is a primary user of
trade .data with respect to imports, domestic production, and exports. In-
asmuch as the United States has historically made little use of the metric
system's units of measurement for the goods traded in its markets, virtually
all theade data has been and is collected, published. and analyzed on the
basis of ton -met is units.

Staff' specidisis of the Commission participate on a continuig bast the
interagency statistical programs for improving and promoting greater com-
parability of the data collected on domestic production, exports, and im-
ports. From the Commission's point -of view, therefore, ta substitution of

/295 I
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metric units for non-metric units as 16e units for the measurement of
U.S. trade would necessarily requir, brat f,:ty changes in the affected parts of
the relevant statistical schedules. ivlor cover, the process of changeover
would necessarily involve the CommiF.sion's staff in the preparation of con-
version tables to permit an orderly 'transition through the maintenance of
continuity of data regarding U.S. treAle trends.

Changes in the product classes c,or collecting data with respect to domestic
production and exports can loe accomplished administratively without
legislation. A somewhat different situation exists with respect to import
data. Import data is collected within the framework of the Tariff Schedules
of the United States (TSIJS), the basic law' prescribing the rates of duty on
imported merchandise. For a number of import classes in the TSUS the
tariff descriptions and!or the rates of duty are expressed in non-metric units
of quantity such as pounds, bushels, dozens, gallons,. boardfcet, inches, feet
4nd yards. To effeizt changes in such units, legislation would be required.
The hulk of the trade, however, is accounted for by articles which are free of
duty or dutiable; at ad valorem rates. The statistical data collected for these
tariff classes are controlled administratively by an interagency committee
chaired by the Tariff,CommiSsion representative. Hence, any changes to be
made in the reported units of quantity for such tarirclasses 'would not
require legislation. (

The development and widespread acceptance for products in U.S. trade
of metric engineering standards, as well as metric measurement units, un-
doubtedly would hive a material influence on the volume of import trade,
especially if such tandmils also had international acceptance.

2. Present Metilc Usage. As previously indicated, there is little present
usage of metric-units in relation to products moving in United States trade.
Therefore, thef\statistical classes used for the collection of domestic produc-
tion, export, aniiimporetliii involve minimal uses of the metric system.

3. Anticipated \ Change if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption this assumption, no changes toward increased metric
usage will be made except by voluntary industry adoption or unless legisla-
tion by the U.S. CongisejOequires increased metric usage. 1 there is no
further usage of metric units in-@ S. trade there will contin e to be increas-
ing problems involving international cooperation, conversi n, and legal dif-
ficulties because of the increasing worldwide metric usage.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption 11). During the transition
period, the costs of operation of the Tariff Commission would increase from
5 to 10 percent under Assumption 11. The average annual cost increase
would total $375,000 due to $50,000 for investigations, $100,000 for
research, $150,000 for statistical analyses, and $75,000 for statistical re-
ports. During the post-transition period there would still be added costs
resulting from metrication of about $187,000 per year (or I to 5 percent),
due to $50,000 for investigations, $50,000 for research, $75,000 for statisti-
cal analyses, and $12,000 for statistical reports.

Following the transition period, it is believed that there would be opera-
tional improvement in the Commission resulting from conversion to the

22s



290 FEDERAL GOVERNMENT: CIVILIAN AGENCIES

of metric measurement units. vlettication would also help promote U.S.
standards internationally and imtlrove international communication. The
statistical reporting of imports %,)oul..d be vastly improved; analysis of world-
wide trade facilitated: and valuation of merchandise made easier. However.
all these improvements would be'counierbalanced to some extent by the in-
creased operating costs which conversioki would bring to the Tariff Commis-
sion even after the transition. The Commission feels, though, that the ad-
vantages of conversion would outwegh the ol'sadvantages.

In order to implement the changeover, the Commission would assist in the
preparation of Congressional legislation to con Vert units of measurement
(pounds, inches, gallons) in the Tariff Schedules. porticularly with respect to
product definitiOns and tariff provisions based on weght. length, and capaci-
ty. The Commission would also be called upon to assist in renegotiation of
trade agreements. Finally, the Commission would initiate action to provide
new statistical enumerations for imports, and maintain a dual system of trade
statistics for several years.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Measurement Units
(Assumption III). Under this assumption, the cost impacts on the Tariff
Commission.would be greater during the transition than they would be dur-
ing the transition under the prior assumption. Costs would increase by
$575,000 or over 10 percent during the transition due to $250,000 for in-
vestigations. $100,000 for research, $150,000 for statistical analyses. and
$75.000 for statistical reports. During the post-transition period average an-
nual added costs from metrication would total $166,000 (or I to 5 percent)
dct to $75,000 for investigations, $40,000 for research, $50,000 for statisti-
cal analyses, and $1,000 for Statist ical reports.

The long-term advantages and disadvantages under this assumption are
nearly identical to those described under the prior assumption. An additional
advantage from metrication in engineering standards is that there would be
greater comparability of foreign and domestic articles of the same design.

If. metrication in engineering standards were proposed for adoption, or
were adopted by the United States, the Commission might be called upon to
investigate and evaluate the actual or potential competitive effects of im-
ports caused by metrication, in addition to those tasks described under the
previous assumption.

6. Conclusion. The work of the Tariff Commission would be facilitated by
the use of uniform measurement units in all phases of international trade. It
is evident that the only system hich could gain international acceptance in
the foreseeable future is the met i system. It is believed that insofar as the
work of the Commission is concerne , a complete conversion by a specific
date would be preferable. The date selected should be facsenough in the fu-
ture (say about 5 years) to permit an orderly transfer. During that period, the
use of dual systems should be encouragedfirst, by voluntary compliance,
and finally by law or regulation.
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1.

Impacts of Metrication on International Trade

291

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in a very small portion
of all work activities of international trade over which the Tariff Commission
has cognizance. There is no apparent trend toward further metric usage.
Thus far, the impact of the increasing worldwide and domestic metric usage
has had tririal' impact on international trade over which the Commission has
responsibility. Errors in statistics are frequently encountered from mistakes'
in conversions.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase metric usage. there will be little or no increase in metric usage in the
areas over which the Tariff Commission has responsibility. There will he an
increase in errors due to conversions, however, as a result of the increasing
worldwide metric usage.

If there were a concerted national effort to increase metric usage in the
United States, it is likely that both imports and exports would be facilitated.
However. the effects on the flow of internationaltrade cannot be predicted
at this time. It is not known, for example, whether metrication would have a

---,favorable impact or not on the balance of payments problem.
TN;', .impact of a planned national effort to increase metric usage would

aex'igible impact on the ability of the Tariff Commission to perform its
mifAm.,,Auming that it would have an adequate staff.

W n.:1 Action Should Be Taken? Since the Tariff Commission takes .H0
Position on the policy aspect3 of proposed legislation, it has no comments on
whether the United States should adopt the metric system'.

I See "Classification of Intensities of Impact': scale, on p. 79.
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VETERANS ADMINISTRATION (VA)
Liaison Representative:

Pierre S. Palmer, Member, Administrator's Advisory Council

Respondents-7 Internal Operations:

I. Director of Architecture and Engineering, Office of Construc-
tion

2. Executive Director for Administration, Department of
Medicine and Surgery

3. Staff Assistant to Assistant Chief Medical Director for
Professional Services, Department of Medicine and Surgery

RespondentsHealth Area of National Responsibility:

I. MemberiAdministrator's Advisory Council
2. Executive Director for Administration, Department of

Medicine and Surgery
3. Director of Architecture and Engineering, Office of Construc-

tion
4. Staff Assistant to Assistant Chief Medical Director for

014.,Professional Services -
5. Office of Executive Director for Administration
6. Catalog Section. Personal Property Management Division

1. Mission of the Veterans Administration. The Veterans Administration
(V A) administers laws authorizing benefits for former members of the armed

.forces and for the dependents and other beneficiaries of deceased former
members of such forces. These benefits fall into the following major program
areas: compensation and pensions, readjustment benefits, insurance. health
services, and burial allowances. Of these program areas, the only one signifi-
cantly affected by metrication would be the health services program, includ-
ing the construction of health facilities.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. At the present time metric measure-
ment units are used to some extent for patient measurements; dosage and
proportions of pharmaceuticals; diet prescriptions and food composition;
cataloging, procurement and accounting of drugs, medical supplies and
equipment; and some screw threads and bolts on foreign produced medical
equipment. Metric engineering, standards are used in cataloging, procure-
ment, and accounting when industry and national standards are based on the
metric'system.

Thetprilicipal adyantages of the present usage of the metric system are in
internalOnal cooperation in the health field and the widespread usage of the
metric system in scientific activities. When an industry such as the phar-
maceutical industry uses the metric system for its products it improves the
operation of the VA to do the same.
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The disadvantages associated with the present usage of the metric system
are lack of familiarity of VA staff with it, increaseducost of maintaining
duplicate tools, difficulty of obtaining metric replacement parts, and the
general preferences of most industries with w I V A deals for the customa-
ry units of measure. To the extent both the metric . n customary systems
are used, confusion is possible.

At the present time ttcediSadvantages limit the use of the tetric system to
those areas where industry ov scientific practice make it neyeisary to use it.
There is no trend at present toward wider use of the metric system in the
health field.4.Z4.,

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National "Plan for Meti-ication. The
VA does no plan to unilaterally expand its use of the Metric system if there
is no national plan for adopting the metric system. Any increase in VA's use
of the metric system would be in response to its adoption by industry supply-
ing the health field o increased usage by educational institutions such as
medical schools. The V is thus unable to predict what eff t such changes
might have in terms 9 its internal cost. The VA sees legal or other
problems in adapting tit these changes if they arc in respo to adoption of
the metric system by industries or health educators. T e rincipal advantage
would be standardization with international usage in the ealth field.

If elements of the health system adopted the metric system there would be
serious problems for VA if it did not follow suit. VA would be faced with in-
creased training requirements, dual dimensioning, conversion and interfac-'
ing requirements, and a waste of resources. On the other hand, for VA to
adopt the metric system for its health service independently of similar action
by the health field in general would create these same problems. An un-
planned, piecemeal approach to metrication is likely to create more
problems than advantages. A piecemeal approach, is certainly far less desira-
ble than a national approach to a general changeover from the customary to
the metric system.

134. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units and Metric-Based Engineering Standards. i.t-c
seems likely that during the transition the cost of the conversion may well
exceed any savings which would result from use of the metric system. Dur
ing the post-transiti period when there are no longer conversion costs, the

'VA expects that t new system would either have no impact on its internal
costi-or that e might be some savings.

-The.,49 ice of Construction is the only V A respondent anticipating any
direct cost impact. In converting to metric measurement units only, there
would be an added cost of about $100,000 per year during the transition
period. After the transition, there would be a savings of about $40,000 per
year. However, if there is a conversion to metric standards as well as mea-
surement units, there would be savings during both transition and post-
transition periods ($20,000 per year during the t nsition and $240,000 per
year after the transition).

In the construction of health facilities, the principal activities affected by
the adoption of metric measurement units and metric engineering standards
are dimensioning of architectural drawings and engineering calculations. For
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health services operations the principal effects would be in the procurement,
cataloging,, inventory control, and usage of all types of supplies and equip-
ment and in the recording of patient data.

In the health facilities construed& activities, the adoption of metric mea-
surements without adopting metric engineering standards would be of little
value. In fact, it would create the problem of converting from customary
units to metric measurements. However, the adoption of both metric mea-
surement units and metric engineering standards should result in a savings in
VA's internal operating cost because of the greater ease of dimensioning and
calculating in the metric system.

For health services activities other than construction, VA believes there
would be operational improvements and possibly cost decreases from the
adoption of the metric measurement units alone but these might be
somewhat less than achieved by adopting both metric measurement units
and engineering standards.

In both health facilities construction and health services operations there
would be advantages in the improvement of international communication
and in the promotion of U.S. standards. The VA believes that the ad-
vantages of adopting the metric measurement units and engineering stan-
dards would outweigh any disadvantages and would be worth the conversion
cost as far as VA's internal operations in the health area are concerned.

To effect the changeover, the VA would need to tra:n its personnel in the
use of the metric units; obtain new text and reference materials; purchase
equipment and instruments with metric calibration; and revise catalogs,
records, and specifications.

The VA knows of no legal problems that would result from a transition to
the metric system. The gieatest problem which VA would have in the health
services area would be the education and training of its staff. There would
also be the problem of obtaining equipment using the metric system during
the transition period and the repair and maintenanc ,f equipment based on
a dual system of measurement and engineering stain, s until all equipment
based on customary standards has been replaced.

A 10-year transition period seems a reasonable one from the point of view
of the VA but it would create the problem that some of its equipment has a
longer than 10-year useful life. With a 10 -year transition period, the VA
would either have to replace some equipment before it has served its useful
life or continue a dual system for at least an additional 10 years until all
equipment had been replaced under its normal replacement program.

5. Conclusion. The impact of adoption of the metric system upon the VA
health services program would be similar to that for tpe-einire health field. It
is VA's judgment that the U.S. should adopt a national pfogram for convert-
ing to metric measurement units and metric engineering standards over a
transition period of approximately 10 years.

Overall for the VA the intensity of the impact of metrication would fall in
the classification trivial) The effects would vary from activity to activity and
except in the_health services area would be negligible. In health services the

I See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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impact on the several components would range from negligible to moderate.
The greatest impact might be in the construction of health facilities but even
there the VA feels the conversion would be,worthwhile if both the metric
measurement units and the metric engineering standards are adopted.

Impacts of Metrication on Health Services

Present Metric Usage. At present the metric system is used in the drUln-
dustry and to some extent by hospitals in recording patient data. It does not
appear that there is a trend toward increased use of the metric system
because to go beyond the present limited use of metric measurement would
involve the more costly adoption of metric engineering standards.

Future Impacts of Metrication. If there is increasing use of the metric
system without a coordinated program for its national adoption, the result

_nciwill be two measurement systems with the costs and ineffi cie 'es of conver-
sion from one to the other and the necessity of duplicate tools fo equipment
repair and maintenance. Health personnel will have to be trained in the use
of both systems and there will be confusion in data gathering and reporting.
Such results will be undesirable and will impair to a degree VA's ability to
perform its health mission in an efficient and effective manner.

Major advantages to the nation's health field of a nationally coordinated
program to increase the use of the metric system would be facilitating mea-
sureinent and calculation, increasing international communication and
'cooperation and avoiding the present problems of incompatible equipment
because of the use of two different systems. The principal impacts of the
change would be in the necessity of training health personnel in the use of
the metric system and the conversion or replacement during the transition
period of instruments and equipment. While a 20-year transition period
would ease the equipment conversion problem by normal attrition, a more
optimum period would be 10 years in order to minimize the time that the
health field would operate using two systems. The intensity of the impact on
the health field would vary by component elements with the average impact
classified as trivial.

What Action Should Be Taken? The impact of adoption of the metric
system upon the VA health services program would be similar to that for the
entire health field. It is VA's judgement that the U.S. should adopt a national
program for converting to metric measurement units and metric engineering
standards over a transition period of approximately I0 years.

0
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COUNCIL OF ECONOMIC ADVISORS
Liaison Representative:

141614c
Irene Lurie, Staff Economist

Resp6ndent-- Internal Operations:

I. Member, Council of Economic Advisors.

The Council of Economic Advisors analyzes the national economy and its
various segments; advises the President on economic developments; ap-
praises the economic programs and policies of the Federal Government;
recommends to the President policies for economic growth and stabilityi; and
assists in the preparation of the economic reports of the President to the
Congress.

Because the Council of Economic Advisors' activities are not significantly
affected by the system of weights and measures used, the effect of metrica-
tion on the Council's operations would be negligible. Thus, there would be
no difficulty in adjusting to a nationally planned program of conversion to
metric measurement units and/or metric engineering standards, and there
would be no costs, savints, or long-term .advantages anticipated for the
Council.

For these reasons and because the Council's area of responsibility is so
9. broad that much study would be required before recommendations could be

made, the Council cannot say whether or not it would advocate a planned na-
tional program of metrication.

. s

The Council notes a number of points that should be considered by the
U.S. Metric Study Group. They are as f011ows:

. ,
I. The appropriate role ofgovernment is to coordinate conver-

sion if and when industry reaches a consensus.
2. But- the government should help determine thc\ rate of

discount of future benefits from conversion because r dustry
may use a higher rate than is used by society as a whole.

3. The goJernmetit also has a role to play in making the decision
whether to convert, where those who would benefit from con-.
version are less vocal than those groups likely to incur larger
costs.

4. In evaluating benefits, the most weight should probably be
given to the resulting increase in foreign trade. The volume of
trade, not the balance of payments, should be used as a mea-
sure of the impact.

5. The relative unimportance of trade to our country makes the
decisions of othe!r countries to convert less relevant to our41.

decision.
6. In evaluating costs, emphasis should be placed on the

resources required for new machinery, larger inventories, new

I

303



c ,

APPENDIX 7

books, signs, etc. Confusion, reluctance to deviate from tradi-

tion, and time spent learning the system should not be

overemphasized.
7. In the short run, costs of conversion will undoubtedly appear

large relative to the benefits of increased trade. But since

benefits accrue indefinitely into the future, the decision ulti-
mately depends on how future benefits are discounted.
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OFFICE OF EMERGENCY PREPAREDNESS
(OEP)

Liaison Representative:

John F. Allums, Intelligence Officer, National Resource Analysis
Center

Respondents Internal Operations:

I. Materials Policy Division. National Resource Analysis
Center

2. Economic Stabilization Division. National Resource Analysis
Center

3. Systems Evaluation Division. National Resource Analysis
Center

4. Resources Evaluation Division. National Resources Analysis
Center

5. Mathematics and Computation Laboratory. National
Resources Analysis Center

6. Government Preparedness Office
7. Field Operations Office

RespondentTransportation Area of National Responsibility:

I . Trarisportation Office

I. Mission of Office of Emergency Preparedness. OEP advises and assists
sident in the nonmilitary defense and emergency preparedness pro-

grams o the_ United States. These programs include policy development.
planning. d other activities relating to civil defense, resource mobilization.
stockpiling, emergency stabilization of the civilian economy, continuity of
government, and rehabilitation of the United States after nuclear attack.
0 mission also includes investigation of imports that threaten to impair
nations security and activities related to the authorization of Federal
assistance o state and local governments in coping with majordisasters.

2. Exten of Present Metric Usage. OEP's activities entail only limited use
of the metn system. This use is coaceined mainly with materials specifica-
tions for the stockpiles, the handliffk of data from sources that use metric
units in their eCords. and some aspects of emergency planning in the trans-
portation fiel particularly in maritime shipping. There are no discernible
trends in OE s use of the metric system.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Under this assumption OEP will have to make changes to
cope with the increased use of metric units in connection with weights and
dimensions of materials for the stockpiles. OEP is not able to forecast
whether the advanta f-sucifthanges will outweigh disadvantages. The
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total impact of .the changes on OEP's work, however, will be trivial. There
will be no substantial problems connected with the change, and related costs
will be minimal. Such costs as occur will derive mainly from the need to con-
form to industry changes and the need for revision of documents.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). The impact on OEP activities
would be somewhat greater under this assumption than under the preceding
assumption, but the impact would still be trivial. Formats for stockpile re-
ports would have to be reyised, and certain other minor adjustments made,
but thee would be no substantial problems involved.

OEP's increased annual costs under this assumption would be slight. Only
the Materials Policy Division anticipates increased costs, which it estimates
to be about $500 per year during the transition period. OEP is not able to
forecast whether the advantages connected with these changes would out-
weigh the disadvantages. However, over the long-term, international com-
munications would be facilitated. Those respondents having any opinion on
the matter state that the 10-year transition period would be satisfactory.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Metric Measurement Units
(Assumption II!). Linder this assumption the -impact on OEP would be
somewhat greater than under Assumption II, but still trivial. As is the ease
with the prior assumption, only the Materials Policy Division estimates any
increased cost ($500 annual added costs during the transition period). There
would be no substantial problems involved. The most important change
required under this assumption is that formats for stockpile reports would
have to be revised and new specifications and instructions for stockpiled
materials issued. OEP is not able to forecast whether the advantages would
outweigh disadvantages, even though international communications
probably would be facilitated. A 10-year transition period is considered
satisfactory.

6. Conclusion. OEP has no strong opinionlon whether there should be
metrication in the United States, but favors moderate, feasible action to this
end.

Impacts on OEP's Transportation Area
of Responsibility

0

esent. Usage of the Metric System. The metric system-is_used in less
tha e-quarter of OEP's transportation work. There is,a trend, however,
toward grea rmetric usage. As international trade and travel increase in im-
portance, the use of a more standardized vocabulary receives more atten-
tion. For example, OEP's participation in NATO planning and American,
British, and Canadian (ABC) standardization groups has had an influence on
the use of terms in OEP.

Thus far, the impact on OEP's transportation work of increasing world-
wide and domestic metric usage has lieen trivial.' For example, some metric

I See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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system terminology is used by OEP. particularly in maritime shipping (e.g.. -
descriptions of ports and harbors. sizes of containers, and measurement of
cargo weights in metric tons).

Future Impacts of Metrication. If there is no action by the Federal
Government. increasing metric usage will have very little impact on trans-
portation.

Assuming a nationally planned program to increase the use of the metric
system. OEP would be able to perform its mission more effectively with re-
gard to transportation. There would be better coordination and understand-
ing between countries. Cost figures cannot be estimated with regard to the
benefits of metrication. but impact of such a program on transportation
would be moderate.

What Action Should Be Taken? OEP recommends that the metric system
be adopted as early as consistent with general social and economic condi-
tions.

Ta7
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OFFICE OF SCIENCE AND,
TECHNOLOGY (OST)

Liaison Representative:

S. William Crouse, Jr., Technical Assistant for Housing and
Transportation

Respondent Internal Operations:
4

I. Technical Assistant for Housing and Transportation

RespondentsScience and Technology Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Technical Asiistant for Housing and Transportation
2. Technical Assistant for Medical Area
3. Technical Assistant for Earth Sciences
4. Technical Assistant for Space and Civil Aviation
5. Technical Assistant for Information Systems
6. Technical Assistant for Water Resources
7. Technical Assistant for Energy Policy
8. Technical Assistant for Agriculture and Applied Biology
9. Technical Assistant for Environment

10. Technical Assistant for National Security
II. Technical Assistant for Military Technology
12. Technical Assistant for Academic Science
13. Technical Assistant for Education
14. Technical Assistant for International Science

1. Mission of the Office of Science and Technology. OST, which is in the
Executive Office of the President, evaluates major policies, plans. and pro-
grams of science and technology within the various agencies of the Federal
Government: In this evaluation, OST gives appropriate emphasis to the rela-
tionship of science and technology to national security and foreign policy.
OST also seeks close relations with the Nation's scientists and engineers in
order to further their participation in strengthening U.S. science and
technology.

2. Present Metric Usage. OST does not work with metric measurement
units or metric, engineering standards, but OST often examines data and re-
ports Which, i amany cases, are in metric units.

3. Anticipted Changes if There is No National Plan for . Metrication
(Assumption., I). OST anticipates no changes toward increased metric usage
if there is ma national plan for metrication.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Under this assumption,
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there would not be any significant or identifiable cost impacts upon OST
either during or after a transition period. In the long run, metrication ould
be advantageous to ,OST. Advantages would include cost decreases, o era-
tional improvement, better promotion of U.S. standards internationally, and
improved worldwide communication through international uniformity. No
significant problems are foreseen for OST during a transition period.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering ,Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). The impacts on OST from metrication under Assumption
I I I are identical to those described under the prior assumption.

6. Conclusion. OST favors concerted national action, including federal in-
centives, to bring about changes toward metrication in measurement units
and engineering standards.

Impacts of Metrication on U.S. Science and
Technology

Present Metric Usage. The metric system is used in over three-quarters
of all work activites in the medical and earth sciences. No discernable trend
toward further use of the metric system in medical sciences is visible. How-
ever, there is a trend toward its increasing use in the earth sciences. Increas-
ing metric usage has had trivial! impact on the medical areas to the present.
The impact on the earth sciences area has been negligible since the fields of
geophysics, oceanography and meteorology have strong European roots and
thus an early tr...dition of metric usage. The most notable exception ofcusto-
mary usage in the earth sciences is the nautical mile.

The metric system is used in one-quarter to threequarters of all work ac-
tivities in the following scientific and technical areas: academic science, mili-
tary technolOgy, and information systems. Actually, with regard to informa-
tion systems, the devices and hardware used to handle and distribute infor-
mation are becoming increasingly standardized, and metric usage is becom-
ing increasingly common. There is no discernible trend toward greater met-
ric usage in national security affairs or in space and civil aviation.

The impact of the increasing metric usage has been negligible on academic
science, space and civil aviation affairs, and military technology. The impact
on information systems and national security affairs has been trivial.

The metric system is used in less than one-fourth of.all work activities
within environmental sciences, applied biology (agriculture, fisheries,
forestry), energy, and water resources. There appears to be no trend toward
greater metric usage in these areas.

The impacts of increased metric usage on energy and water resources stu-
dies have been negligible. International trade in the energy industry consists
mainly of fuels, for which the unit of measurement is not very important.
Much oil field equipment used in other countries is made in customary stan-
dards by American companies. With regard to water resources, the only ob-
servable impact is the use of converted metric equivalent units in parenthesis
in papers destined for purely international audiences.

I See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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The impacts of increased metric usage on environmental studies and ap-
plied biology have been trivial.

Future Impacts of Metrication. Assuming no concerted national action to
increase metric usage, there will probably be little or no impact from increas-
ing worldwide and domestic metric usage on the following areas: medicine,
earth sciences, academicscience. space and civil aviation, national security,
environment, and military technology. There will be increasing complica-
tions, however, in applied biology (which includes agriculture), water
resources, energy, and information systems.

There will be increasing complications in import and export of food and
fiber if there is no planned metrication. There may be reduced markets for
American-made machinery because of noninterchangeable parts and the in-
convenience in repairs. Water resources, a field which still'tses "miner's
inches" will find it increasingly painful to adjust to increasing metric usage.
Confusion and increased costs are expected in the energy field. There will be
a gradual adoption of metric usage in the information systems field in the
U.S. even if there is no concerted action by the U.S. to increase metric
usage.

If there were a nationally planned program to increase use of the metric
system, there would be little impact on environmental and academic
sciences. There would be problems during the transition for space sciences
and civil aviation, national security, water resources, and applied biology,
but no great effects after the transition. National security would not suffer,
but the advantages of metrication would not be significant. With regard to
water resources, the biggest problem would be the conversion of land
records; thereafter, public acceptance of the metric system would be the
problem. There would be difficulties inherent in a dual system and in the
converison of manufactured agricultural equipment. Information systems
and military technology would benefit from a planned program of metrica-
tion, because of the current trend toward universality of equipment.

Numerical indicators of the impact of metrication would include export
figures (e.g., computer tapes) to metric countries, and the use of metric units
vis a vis customary units in technical literature.

Adoption of the metric system would improve the effectiveness of the
OST within the areas of military technology, information systems, earth
sciences, national security, applied biology, and medicine. One advantage
often cited is that a single system would eliminate the need for conversions.
Also, the metric system is easier to work with than the customary system.
Adoption of the metric system would accelerate development of universal
standards.

Adoption of the metric system would impair the effectiveness in energy
studies. It is not certain if metrication would improve or impair the effective-
ness of OST in space sciences and civil aviation, academic science, and en-
vironmental studies.

The intensities of impact on the ability of OST to perform its mission with
regard to academic science, space and civil aviation, water resources, earth
sciences; and applied biology would be classified as negligible. Impacts with
regard to environmental and national security affairs would be trivial. The
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impact on the OST's ability to perform its missio with resilect to military
technology would he negligible in some cases and frit. eel in others.

What Action Should Be Taken? Metrication is faVoreashy.he OST respon-
dents for military technology. national security, environmental studies. ap-

"Plied biology, earth sciences. and academic science. OST's military
technology specialist believes that the United .States should press forward
with all due, haste in those areas where metrication is feasible. Even though
he does not think that metrication would have any significant effect on na-
tional security, the assistant for national security affairs believes that the
United States should move toward metrication since it is Inevitable." The
assistant for agriculture and applied biology believes that metrication shOuld
be initiated in export markets and that a dual marking system should be in-
itiated domestically.

Technical assistants for water resources, space sciences. and civil aviation
are neutral with regard to whether action toward metrication should be
taken.

Technical assistants for education and international science believe that
metrication in the United States would be beneficial from their standpoint.
Metrication would greatly benefit international technical cooperation.

The technical assistant for education believes that metrication would be
both easy and advantageous from the standpoint of education. Both the met-
ric and customary systerris are taught now in schoe-theLetric system now
dominates in science courses. Metrication would simplify arithmetic, delay
introduction Of fractions. and simplify much learning for children.

311



APPENDIX 7 305
A

OFFICE OF TELECOMMUNICATIONS
POLICY (OTP)

Liaison Representative:

William E. Plummer,Acting Director

Respondent Internal Operations:

1. Acting Director

RespondentsTelecommunications Area of National
Responsibility:

I. Acting Director
2. Staff A .sistant

1. Mission of the %Office of Telecommunications Policy. The OTP, formerly
the Office of Telecommunications Management in the Office of Emergency
Preparedness, became a separate Office within the Executive Office of the
President on September 4, 1970. As the name indicates: OTP is concerned
primarily with establishing telecommunications policy in the Federal
Government. This activity requires continuous contact with all aspects of
telecommunications, including: organization, administration, and manage-
ment of telecommunications activities; complex electronic thedries and con-.
cepts; studies, plans and programs concerning day-to-day operations;
systems design; and research and development.

2. Present Metric Usage. Both metric measurement units and metric-based
engineering standards are used in OTP's work. Many of the studies and
plans which OTP must review, evaluate, and analyze include both metric
and customary measurement units. For example, OTP uses computer-based
information as an aid to management of the radio frequency spectrum; some
of the information is metric and some is customary as is consistent with
present usage in the U.S. OTP uses conversion tables when necessary.

Thousands of technical telecommunication standards use measurement
units. These standards generally, consist of 'x of metric and customary
units. Most electrical/electronic parameter are in metric. Some electrical
properties (e.g., cavity sizes and grid sp cings) of components and equip-
ment are in meters and some are in inch s.

This dual system is often confusing An antenna height may be cited in
feet, but the length of its radiating elements may be cited in meters. Although
meters are used in measuring wavelengths and the tuned elements of anten-
nae, antennae heights are measured in feet. Antennae heights are usually as-
sociated with existing natural or man-made terrain and, as is customary in
the United States, these are measured in feet or miles. Confusion is lessened
by converting these terrain measurements to meters.
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OTP cannot cite any advantage of one system over the other. but recog-
nizes. however, that a single systemeither metric or customary would be
better than a dual system since the need for conversion would be eliminated.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption I). Under this assumption. OTP plans no changes toward in-
creased metric usage. However, due to the increasing metric usage outside
of OTP, OTP personnel will have to be trained to a greater extent in metric
usage.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). Under this assumption, OTP
anticipates a cost increase of about $1,500 per year during the transition
period in order to change coordination distances from miles to meters in
'computer storage. No cost impact is seen after the transition.

According to OTP. no noticeable long term advantages or disadvantages
are anticipated. Eventually, standardization on either metric or the customa-
ry system should offer savings in time and money, but OTP cannot make
such an estimate at this time. Since no problems are foreseen in converting
to the metric system. no significant procedures for implementing the chan-
geover are needed.

S. Anticipated Impact. Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). The responses from OTP under this assumption are identi-
cal to those given under the prior assumption.

6. Conclusion. OTP favors concerted action in the United States to bring
about changes toward metrication in measurement units and engineering
standards. OTP recommends that the Government with the help of elec-
tronics equipment manufacturers and through existing industry standardiza-
tion organizations establish an implementation schedule. Manufacturers
could coordinate plans with their customers. OTP believes that it is impossi-
ble to adopt metric engineering units without adopting metric-based en-
gineering standards in the field of electronics:

Impacts of Metrication on Telecommunications

Present Metric Usage. It is estimated that the metric system is used, to
some extent, in between one-quarter and three-quarters of all communica-
tions activities associated with OTP. Tfiere is a trend toward increasing met-
ric usage. Generally, within the telecommunications field, physical (dimen-
sional) measurements and standards are in customary units. Physical dimen-
sions having electrical effects (e.g., tuning elements) are most often stated in
metric terms. Many of the energy measurements and standards are in both
metric and customary terms, though metric terms predominate. Flow rate
and velocity are also often found in both metric and customary terms. Tem-
perature is given in Celsius and Kelvin more often than.in Fahrenheit. Den-
sity, volume, weight. length, depth, width, area and distance are expressed
more often in customary than in metric units.
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Thus far, the impact of increasing metric usage on OTP's communications
responsibilities has been trivial.' For the most part, conversion tables are not
required for most of the evaluatory or analytical work done by OTP. They
are required, however, to solve mathematical problems.

Future Impacts of Metrication. The major impact of a conversion to the
metric system would be felt by U.S. equipment manufacturers. If a change
to the, metric system were made, the industry would find it necessary to
change some of the physical dimensions of tooling and products. If this were
done, there .J d be a large impact on user facilities. The Government, as a
major / I telecommunications facilities and services, would feel the int- -
pact through ded costs for the conversion of industry products and user
facilities during, he transition period.

To the present time, costs of telecommunications products and services
have decreased as new ways to perform old functions have been developed.
If this trend is maintained, the cost of conversion may not be an increase in
cost, but rather, a slower rate of cost decline. OTP assumes that the U.S.
communications common carriers would gradually convert to the metric
systemis equipment manufacturers and other suppliers convert.

OTrassumes that metrication may make foreign markets more receptive
to U.S. electronic products than they are today. Many other factors, how-

'ever, such as reciprocal trade agreements, import-export limitations, etc.: af-
fect internatibrial marketing. OTP cannot predict that changing to the metric
systein.arrelativelyjmall factor would have significant impact on intern*:
tional trade. However, majorimprovements in electronic .standards among
nations,' with particular emphasis on U.S. participation, would have strong
foreign market.iniplications whether the adopted units were metric or custo-
mary.

A 10-year transition period seems unrealistic, according to the OTP.
Some of the technical standards which OTP uses, for example, are.
developed over a 10- to 15-year period. Much of the inzplace facilities have
depreciable life spans of 10 to 20 years and expenditures must be amrtized.
A 20-year transition period is recommended by OTP for the bulk ofteledorn-
munications areas.

Adoption of the metricsystem in the United States would improve the ef-77- MTh
fectiveness of OTP in its communications responsibilities. The improifer
merit, however, would be slight in that conversions would no longer be
necessary. It is possible that the advantage in using purely metric terms may
be outweighed in the transition period by the unfamiliarity with the metric
system by the employees and users.

There may be a need for new or revised telecommunications policy in the
future that may stem from metric system implementation. There may
changes in FCC rules and regulations for the same reason. There may also
be the need for the FCC and OTP to develop new international policy in
coordination with other Federal Agencies and the Department of State for
the same reason, but none of these changes can be predicted at this time.
OTP, therefore, does not foresee any major impact on its immediate mission
because of the adoption of the metric system.

See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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If there were a planned national effort to increase metric usage, the impact
on The ability of OTP to perform its mission with respect to its telecommuni-
cations responsibilities would be trivial to moderate.

What Action Should Be Taken' OTP believes thiit,U.S. inddstry should
not be forced to adopt unrealistic schedules for implementing the metric
system. In some areas, it may be necessary to extend the transition period
beyond 20 years. Such possibilities should be appreciated and appropriate
exceptions made.

It appears to OTP that a change, today, to metric usage in electronics is
apt to be more successful than at any other time. Electronics technology
replacement today is at a much more rapid rate thanjt-was 30 years ago.
Then, one expected a particular equipment design to last 20 to 30 years. As
Fite as 10 years ago, electronics equipment was replaced about once every
7 years. This change in the replacement rate was caused primarily by the in-
vention of the transistor. Today with solid state and integrated circuitry, the
replacement rate on electronic equipment design may well be closer to every
4 years. Even at this fast technology turnover rate, however, it may take 20
years to implement the metric system in electronics because the whole in-
dustry would not change over at the same time.

40'
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PRESIDENT'S COMMITTEE ON
CONSUMER INTERESTS

Liaison Representative:

Charles R. Cavagnaro

Respondent Internal Operations:

I. Committee Staff

309

RespondentConsumerAffairs Area of National Responsibility:

1. Committee Staff

I

1. Mission of the President's Committee on Consumer Interests. The Com-
mittee was established to study plans and programs of Federal agencies af-
fecting consumer interests, to make recommendations to the President on
questions of policy relatpg_to consumer affairs. to conduct studies of mat-
ters related to consumer interests, and to encourage and assist Federal agen-
cies to acco lish eff ive coordination of plans and programs affecting
consumers. The Co ee is chaired by the Special Assistant to the Pre-
sident for Consumer Affai

2. Present Metric Usage. The metrictsystem is not presently used in any of
the Committee's work.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication .-. a.

(Assumption I). The Committee d6es not foresee any special need to use the
metric system in any of its activities in the-foreseeable future. An evolutiona-
ry change toward greater metric usage in the United States will not likely
cause any special problems for the Committee.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric MeasureMent Units (Assumption II). Metrication under As-
sumption II would have very little impact, cost or otherwise, on the internal
operations of the Committee, especially in view of the fact thai the Commit-
tee is not a statutory body. The Committee has no direct cognizance over
any laws or regulations which would haVe to be changed as a result of metri-
cation. Thus, the agency would have a minor task in implementing the
changeover to the metric system in its internal operations. The C mmitteeq,...

staff does feel that metrication would improve its communication wit inter-
national consumer programs and bodies; it does not foresee anyunus al dis-
advantages to metrication as far as the Committee's internal operations are
concerned. 4.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based Engineering ,Standards as well as Units of Measurement
(Assumption III). The impacts under this assumpti9n upon the Committee
would be identical to those under the prior assumption.
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6. Conclusion. The Committee staff favors concerted action to increase
the understanding and eventual use of the metric system. The metric system
should be taught to a greater degree, formally and informally, at all educa-
tional levels.

Impacts of Metrication on Consumer Affairs
Preseni Metric Usage. In the opinion of the Committee staff, the metric

system is used at the present time in less than one-quarter of all measure-
ments within the consumer affairs sphere. However, there does seem to be
a tendency toward greater usage of the metric system in the consumer area,
with consumers increasingly aware of the metric system and tending to ac-
cept the system. Thus far, the impacts on the consumer affairs area from the
increasing worldwide and domestic metric usage have been limited to those
classified as trivial.' Consumers have accepted the changes so far without
complaint.

Future Impacts of Metrication. If there is no concerted national effort to
increase metric usage, the evolutionary trend toward greater metric usage
Will probably be accepted by the consumer.

If there were concerted national action to increase metric usage, the con-
sumer should be able to accept the changes without undue complications,
providing that there would be a transition period at least 10 years in length.

Adoption of the metric system would not likely affect the effectiveness of
the_Committee in dealing with consumer interests. The impacts of metrica-
tion on the ability of the Committee to perform its mission would be
generally limited to those classified as trivial.

What Action Should Be Taken? The Committee staff believes that there
should be increased educational programs, formal and informal, at all levels
to i*ease the public's understanding and use of the metric system.

' See **Classification of Intensitie f Impact" scale on p. 79.
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GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE (GPO)

Liaison Representative:

Dan W. Willingmyre, Director of En ineering

Respondents Internal Operations:

Is Finance and Accounts Division
2. Purchasing Division
3. Public Documents Division
4. Tests and Technical Control Division
5. Disbursing Office
6. Field Service Division
7. Plant Planning Division
8. Typography and Design Division
9. Personnel Division

10. ItErZgering Division

1. Mission of the Government Prit Zfice. The Government Printing
Office (GPO) produces printing and 'n services for Congress, the Ex-
ecutive Office of the President, the Departments and Independent Agencies,
and the Judiciary. GPO also furnishes paper, inks, and similar supplies for
the Federal Government, distributes Government publications, and main-
tains catalogs and a library of these publications.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. The metric system is now used in
chemical, electronic, electrical, and other technical activities within GPO.
Metric units are used in laboratory measurements on printing materials
within the Tests and Technical Control Division. Some of the printing and
binding equipment is of foreign manufacture and is made according to the
metric system. Because of the present metric usage, apprentices at GPO are
taught basic metric units and it is necessary to stock some metric supplies
and tools. Most Divisions in GPO, however, do not use the metric system.
The use of metric or non-metric units and standards within GPO is governed
by those with whom GPO does business.

The primary advantage of using metric measures is tha.t they facilitate in-
ternational cooperation. Major disadvantages of present metric usage are
preference by industry and the retigineeriiig profession for the customary
system, and lack of employee familiarity with'the metric system. There are
also cost increases and operational impaiiment because of interfacing dif-
ficulties.

3. Anticipated Changes If There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption D. Since GPO. is a production operation, GPO has to comply
with material and industrial standards'as they are developed within industry
and the trade associations. At present, GPO's metric usage is small and,
thus, troublesome because of the problems of a dual system. Increased usage
would eventually overcome these disadvantages. Limitation by "Buy Amer-
ica Acts" and non-metric usage by U.S. industry precludes acceptance of
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metric measures on a large scale by GPO unless the U.S. printing industry
adopts the metric system or the Congress or government agencies demand
metric usage.

None of the responding Divisions reports a foreseeable increase in metric
usage. Some of the Divisions foresee problems in the increasing worldwide
and-domestic metric usage. These problems include: training, dual dimen-
sioning, increased conversion, increased inventory, and increased interfac-
ing. None of these problems will significantly affect GPO's operations,
though.

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Progratristo? Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption II). During the transition period
costs would be increased in some areas up to 10 percent, largely because of
double stocking. A slight loss in production would result until existing equip-
ment were replaced because of obsolescence or deterioration.

Metrication's heaviest impact would fall upon the Purchasing Division.
During the transition, costs' would increase by $137,700 per year (under 1
percent) - $27.560 for machinery and equipment purchases, $89,390 for in-
ventory storage, and $20,750 for machinery and equipment parts. The Plant
Planning Division anticipates an added annual cost of $29,000 (or 5 to 10
percent) for planning during the transition period. The Personnel Division
believes that retraining would lead to an annual cost increase of less than 1
percent ($5 yoc). The Engineering Division anticipates an increase in costs
during the transition period of 1 to 5 percent a $24,600 increase for shop
equipment and $15,000 for parts and stores.

The Tests and Technical Control Division expects a net cost increase of
about $600 per year during the transition period ($500 increased cost for
revising standards, $500 increased cost for changing scales, and $400
savings because of simpler calculation). The Disbursing Office expects an
annual cost increase of about $8,000 because of loss of efficiencyon the part
of personnel. The Field Service Division expects a cost increase of about
$11,000 per year because of training expense and reduced efficiency.

Under Assumption I I, GPO anticipates net savings during the post-transi-
tion period. The Purchasing Division anticipates an annual savings= of
$27,540 (under 1 percent) $5,510 for machinery and equipment purchases,
$17,880 for inventory storage, and $4,150 for machinery and equipment
parts. The Engineering Division believes that during the post-transition
there would be a net savings of $1,500 forohop equipment and'an increase
in costs of $3,000 per year for parts vd stores. The Tests and Technical
Control Division expects a savings oft about $400 annually because of in-

I This figure does not include annual cost increases of $186.375 for materials and supplies
purchases. $1,375.580 for blank paper and envelope purchases, and $5,263,525 for commercial
printing and binding purchases. These costs are added procurement cqfpasa result of tempora-
ry higher, prices 'charged by industry to defray costs of metrication in industry. Since such cost
increases are covered in the Manufacturing Survey part of the U.S. Metric Study, these figures

not included here in order to avoid double counting.

This figure does not include savings of $37,275`for materials and supplies purchases,
$275,115 for blank paper and envelope purchases, and $1,052,705 for commercial printing and
binding purchases for the reason to avoid double counting as cited in footnote I.
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creased efficiency. The remaining seven divisions expect no cost impacts
after the transition.

Under Assumption II, the GPO's direct costs -wcitild increase by about
$230,000 per year during the transition period; there would be a cost savings
of about $25,000 per year after the'fransition.

AU but three of the responding Divisions believe that benefits would ac-
crue to the GPO over the long term. Advantages of metrication would in-
clude: operational improvement, more effective promotion of U.S. standards
internationally, improved international cooperation and communication,
simplified calculations, and reduced errors. For example, easier computa-
tion, error reduction, and time savings would be inherent in such GPO
operations as preparing scale of prices, pricing of receipts and issues for all
inventory items, and platemaking. Computer programming would become
more uniform and simplified. Several subdivisions predict cost decreases.
Long range disadvantages cited are cost increases: these are anticipated by
the Public Documents Division and the Personnel Division. The Typog-
raphy and Design Division believes that disadvantages would predominate
over advantages, because conversion would prodUce fractional measure-
ments.

The advantages of metrication under Assumption II would outweigh the
disadvantages according to the following six respondents: Public Docu-
ments Division, Finance and Accounts Division, Purchasing Division, En-
gineering Division, Fieid Service Division, and Tests and Technkal Control
Division. The disadvantages would predominate according to three respon-
dents: Typography and Design Division, Personnel Division, and Plant
Planning Division. The Disbursing Office is uncertain.

In order to implement the changeover under Assumption I I, the Divisions
would have to train employees, alter or recalibrate printing and binding
equipment, convert or duplicate shop equipment, re-label and reciescribe
paper goods, change envelope and carton sizes, obtain dual inventories of
stock, and enlarge or otherwise change storage facilities. The Typography
and Design Division would have to change its tables of sizes and margins
and some of its laboratory formulae. There would have to be changes in con-
tractual documents concerning machinery and equipment and changes in
equipment warranties. GPO would have to comply with changes in postal
mailing regulations. There would be resistance to change on the part of the
employees, but proper training should ease this situation. Time and labor
would have to be spent in converting existing records. It must be
emphasized, however, that the major impetus for a changeover would have
to come from industry, if not from the Congress or government agencies.

5. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric-Based 'Engineering Standards as well as Units. of Measurement
(Assumption III). Under this assumption, the impacts on GPO are practi-
cally the sane as under the prior assumption. Costs, however, would be
somewhat igr6tr. For the transition period the Purchasing Division an-
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ticipates annual cost3 increases of $275,425 (I to 5 percent) $55.125 for
machinery and equipment purchases. $178,785 for inventory storage, and
$41.515 for machinery and equipment parts. For the transition, the Typog-
raphy and Design Division piedicts an annual cost increase of $800 (or 1 to
5 percent), the Personnel Division foresees an increase of $5000 for retrain-
ing, and the Engineering Division expects a cost increase of $54,000 for
training and engineering activities.

__The. Disbursing Office expects a cost increase of $8,000 annually because
of loss of efficiency on part of personnel, and Plant Planning expects a cost
increase of $29,000 per year. The Field Service Division expects a cost in-
crease of $11,800 per year during the transition period $11,000 for training

reduCed efficiency and $800 for converting equipment. The Tests and
Technical Control Division expects a net cost increase of $650 per
year $500 increase for revising standards, $500 increase for changing
scales, $50 increase for converting packaging sizes, and a savings of $400
because of simpler calculations.

During the post-transition period under Assumption Ill, net savings are
expected. The Purchasing Division believes that there would be an annual
savings-, of $137,700 (less than 1 percent)$27,560 for machinery and
equipment purchasing, $89,390 for inventory storage, and $20.750 for
machinery and equipment parts. The Typography and Design Division be-
lieves that there would be an annual cost increase of $100 for engineeringac-
tivities.

The Engineering Division expects a net added cost of $500 annually, or
under I percent, during the post transition period. The Tests and Technical
Control Division expects a savings of $400 per year because of simpler cal-
culations.

Under Assumption III, the GPO's annual costs would increase by about
$385,000 during the transition period; after the transition, GPO would, ex-
perience a savings of about $140,000 per year.

The advantages and disadvantages accruing to GPO, the problem areas
faced by GPO and the procedures used to implement the changeover under
Assumption Ill are nearly identicals to those described under Assumption

6. Conclusion. There is a split in opinion within GPO on whether there
should be a concerted national program to increase the use of the metric
system. Fives of the 10 Divisions favor a program to increase use of metric

3 This figure does not include annual increased costs of $372.750 for materials and supplies
purchases. $2.751.160 for blank paper and envelope purchases. and $10.527.050 for commer-
cial printing and binding purchases for the reason as given in footnote I.

This figure does not include savings of SI86.375 for materials apd supplies purchases.
$1.375.580 for blank paper and envelope purchases, and $5.263.5:25 for commercial printing
and binding purchases for the reason to avoid double counting as given in footnote I.

3 It would probably not be necessary to change type sizes. The problems which would be in-
volved in metrication at GPO are discussed in detail in a series of memos from the operating
divisions at GPO to the Director of the Engineering Division in November and December of
1968.

e Finance and Accounts Division. Purchasing Divisidn..Public Documents Division. Field
Service Division. and Engineering Division.
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measurement units and three do not. Fours of the 10 Divisions are in favor
of a program to increase the use of metric engineering standards while twos
are not. The other responding Divisions do not know. Half the respondents
believe that a 10-year transition period would be satisfactory. Three believe
that a longer or shorter period would be better. The Purchasing Division be-
lieves that a 20-year period would be better since most equipment would
have to be replaced through obsolescence. Both the Public Documents Divi-
sion. and the Tests and Technical Control Division favor 2-year transition
periods since the shorter the transition period, the less time would be spent
in the confusion of a dual systeM.

The physical act of printing (making an impression or applying ink or dye
to paper or other material) would probably not be significantly affected by
any change in units of measurement. If standardized metric sizes were
adopted by industry, however, metrication would affect the printing activity
because press and printing equipment sizes are fixed and generally related to
material sizes.

The impact of metrication on GPO under either Assumption II or As-
sumption II I would be between tririaPs and moderate (closer to moderate).

7 Disbursing Office. Plant Planning Division. and Typography and Design Division.
" Finance and Accounts Division, Purchasing Division. Field Service Division. and En-

gineering Division.
9 Plant Planning Division. and Typography and Design Division.
to See "Classification of Intensities of Impact" scale on p. 79.
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LIBRARY OF CONGRESS

Liaison Representative:

John F. Price, Head, Reference and Referral Section, Science and
Technology Division, Reference Department

Respondents Interndl Operations:

1. Photoduplication Service, istrative Department
2. Buildings Management Office, Admin Department
3. Information Systems Office, Administrative Department
4. Preservation Office, Administrative Department
5. Division for the Blind and Physically Handicapped,

Reference Department
6. Geography and Map Division, Reference Department
7. Prints and Photographs Division, Reference Department

1. Mission of the Library of Congress. Under law, the Library is, as its
name implies, the Library of Congress. As such, its first responsibility is ser-
vice to Congress. As the Library has developed, its range of service has
come to include the entire governmental establishment in all its branches and
the public at large, so that it has become, in effect, a national library for the
United States. In addition to providing reference services for the public, the
Library provides photoduplication services, books in raised type and "talk-
ing book" records, etc. for the blind and physically handicapped, and other
services.

2. Extent of Present Metric Usage. Significant metric usage appears to be
limited to five Divisions in the Library of Congress. The Photoduplication
Service uses metric measurement units for length and mass in its photo-
graphic laboratory. The sizes of maps and atlases are measured in centime-
ters by the Geography and Map Division. The Prints and Photographs Divi-
sion uses centimeters and millimeters to measure print sizes and gauges of
motion pictures. The Division for the Blind and Physically Handicapped
(DBPH) conducts product testing using equipment based on SI measure-

) ments. Finally, the Descriptive Cataloging Division measures the height of
each book in centimeters (this Division did not participate in the Metric Stu-
dy). These measurements are recorded on Library of Congress printed cards
and in bibliographic publications available widely to libraries and the public.

The primary advantages of present metric usage are international coopera-
tion and the fact that many scientific activities use SI. Certain operational
improvements are noticeable in DBPH. It is interesting to note that the
Prints and Photographs Division can obtain greater measurement accuracy
using metric units. Lack of familiarity and duplication of effort are minor dis-
advantages.

3. Anticipated Changes if There is No National Plan for Metrication
(Assumption 1). The Library of Congress anticipates minor changes toward
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metrication in both measurement units and engineering standards. Although
there would be some operational improvement, increasing worldwide metric
usage would be the primary reason for change.

,Under this assumption. the Photoduplication Service would require some
retooling and specifications would have to be rewritten: these changes would
result in a slight increase in costs (1 to 5 percent). DBPH would make some
changes toward increased metric usage, but does not specify what these
changes would be. The increased use of metric would increase training costs
within DBPH by less than 1 percent.

If the Divisions do not increase metric usage under Assumption I. respon-
dents foresee difficulties in dual dimensioning, in interfacing and converison,
and in international cooperation (because of the increasing metric usage but-
side of the Library of Congress).

4. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase Use
of Metric Measurement Units (Assumption Under this assumption the an-
nual increased costs for the Library of Congress during the transition period
weld be insignificant. Only two responding subdivisions report any an-
ticipated increased costs. DBPH anticipates an insignificant cost increase
(less than I percent) because of changes in its testing and measuring activi-
ties. The_erints and Photographs Division anticipates a cost increase of 5 to
10 percent during the transition period, with an annual increase in costs of
$10,000 for motion picture cataloging activities, $10,000 for print catalog-
ing, and $1,200 for motion picture reference. During the post-transition
there would be little or no additional costs within the Library. DBPH ac-
tually anticipates a cost decrease of less than I percent after the transition.

Following the transition period, certain operational improvements should
be noticeable along with improved international communication. Photodupli-
cation Service and DBPH believe that an additional benefit of metrication
would be easier promotion of U.S. standards internationally.

In order to implement the changeover, certain cataloging rules and mea-
suring devices would have to be changed. The Photoduplication Service re-
ports that any dual system used during the transits N period may have to be
extended beyond 10 years. For other divisions, including the non-participat-
ing ones, conversion to metric terms could be made in most cases by the use
of a single conversion table.

S. Anticipated Impact Under a Nationally Planned Program to Increase the
Use of Metric-Based Engineering Standards as well as Units of.Measurement
(Assumption III). The impacts upon the Library ofCongress under this as-
sumption would be virtually the same as those under the prior assumption.
The only significant exception would be greater costs for DBPH. In that
Division, test and measurement activities.would require a additional annual
expense of about $5,000 during the transition, whereasy\-ider the prior as-
sumption the increased expenditure would be insignificant.

6. Conclusion. All Library of Congress respondents favor a concerted na-
tional program to increase metric usage in both units and standards in the
United States. A 10-year transition period is thought to be satisfactory.
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