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|car vIr. Polkt

I ar. writing this letter to supr lement our discussions,
bile thobe between our staffs, about sor.e of the conclusions
ir our report entitled "Getting a Petter Uneerstanding of
tl)e t'etric System--Inplications if Adopted by the United *.

$tates.

One of the .iain points in the re,.ort is that under
iresent law conversion to the metric system is to be volun-.
tary. -'!e decision whether and when to ccnvert is to be made
b- .thorc affected. t'e did not conclude, nor even suggest,
that those who wish to convert should wait until the Congrese
decioes whether to have either the customary or metric syster
ar the predorinant systev. Tc so read the report mixsconstrues
it. VIt.at tJ.e report does suggest (on page 56) is that certain
factors, such as actions by various sectors of seciety and
a risunderstanding of the national policy, tend to foster
Wetrication for the entire Wation. These factors detract a.-

ircr the voluntary aspect of conversion and lead to a dual
systeir of measurement--imetric and custormary, neither of which
predooifnate. A dual systeL; for any lencth of tire is undesir-
aLle. The rerort stated that the Congress should decide whether
to continue the present policy or whether it should be changed.

iv tior have we suggested that the roard's role be a pas-
i61ve orne. T1he Board's role as we see it is to plan for and
coordinate conversion, and to educate the puLlic about Petri-
cation. he Bcard also D;&y be able to facilitate the Frocess
of converting, as lonq as it does not advocate the conversion.
It should give positive Suidance to those who voluntarily
choose to convert to metric. Z 

I have also becorme aware of a numher of statements .p
attributed to us ewaphasizirng the high cost of converting to
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.etrics Our report suggested that the cost would be signif-
ic~nte This statenent was based on limited cost data that

4 availatle tC us and on the inrut from. rerresentatives
rur. a wide sFectrun of organizations throughout the country.
,e repcrt also stated that the total cost of metrication
ic uncjctcrrJin*b1e in spite of varlous estimates that have
eor. citec. -These estiiates vary widely and often are not

,,,ee on derailed analyses of the factors involved. They
are lc'w or high depending on the conversion experi-

of those Providing these figures and their position on
C0'verting or not converting to the metric system.

I urncerstand your Ceneral Counsel expressed an interest
j1, reviewir:g the legal analyses that were prepared during
pur tcvelopoent of the report, and any of our letters or cori-
.r.ts on thc subject that wverc written after issuance of

ttic rerort. Accordingly, we will provide him with ,aterial

wticth explains our legal conclusions concerning the national

polic y. ,

I hope you will find the foregoing useful and respon-
sive to qluestions you have raised concerning possible %is-
cunceitticns about our report.

sincerely yours,

(Signed) EUM B. STAAMS

CorItroller General
of the United States
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