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Na Dictinetion an New Yarlk Contr
RO ISTINCTION ON 1New 7Ok \.en

Sequence OF LGVCI’S

In nterlocking machines having no mechawical lock-
wng, should the circuits be designed so that the operator
must throw the levers in a specified sequence in order
to set up a route? What are the arguments pro and con?

Any Sequence

By C. F. Stoltz
Signal Engineer, Big Four, Cincinnati, Ohio

The purpose of an interlocking machine having no
mechanical locking is to facilitate the movement of the
levers. It is the necessity of operating in sequence and
waiting on indications that slows up the operation of
the mechanically locked machine. This is what we are
trying to avoid.

In the simplified type of interlocking where the pro-
tection is provided electrically rather than mechanically,
it should make no difference whether certain switch con-
trols are operated prior to other controls. A Proceed
signal indication will not be displayed until the route is
completed, and anything that may be done to facilitate
a change in route, such as permitting the levers to be
manipulated in any sequence, will, of course, facilitate
train movements through the plant. At Linndale, Ohio,"
where we have one of these plants in operation, the cir-
cuits are designed to require the movement of a switch-
controlling lever when the detector circuit is unoccupied,
in order to move the: switch. The lever is free to be
moved at any time, but with a train on the approach
circuit approaching a Proceed signal or occupying a de-
tector circuit, the movement of the switch will not follow
the movement of the lever. This was done because, in
electrified territory, single-rail track circuits are used,
and it was principally a precaution against a possible
momentary loss of shunt. This feature may be omitted
at many points, particularly at outlying points where the
switches are more remotely controlled, and a close meet
may eliminate the necessity of stopping a train.



