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Detector Bars in 1932

TRAIN accident occurred recently at Indianapolis,

Ind., when a towerman inadvertently operated a
switch lever while a train was passing, throwing the
switch under the train, and derailing two cars. Of
course, the leverman had disobeyed the rules by restoring
the home signal lever to normal before the train had
cleared all the switches in the route. But, as-the Bureau
of Safety points out, a contributing cause was the fact
that the detector bar, which should have prevented the
operation of the switch under a moving train, failed to
perform its intended function. According to the reports
“There was lost motion between the switch machine and
the bar; and the bar was 4 in. lower than it should
have been. This condition is one which adequate inspec-
tion and maintenance should have corrected.”

Thus the direct cause of the accident was the failure
of the detector bar to function properly. This anti-
quated device, with hundreds of others of its kind,
should have been relegated to the scrap heap long ago,
and replaced by detector locking controlled by track
circuits. As a matter of fact, the switches on the other
roads in this plant were protected by detector locking,
and doubtless the particular road on which the accident
occurred, recognizes the superiority of track circuits as
a means of protection but had not been able to secure
authority to replace the bars. To this road as well as
many others this accident is a forceful example of the
inadequacy of detector bars to afford protection, especial-
ly when used with the heavier and wider rails and larger
locomotives. Inadequate inspection and maintenance of
any equipment, even detector bars, is to be criticized,
but the use of detector bars on highspeed main lines in
1932 is also to be criticized.




