January, 1928 RAILWAY SIGNALING

 Letters to the Editor

Automatic Interlocking

To THE EpITOR: St. Paur, Minn.

In respect to the editorial in the December issue,
“Why Not Use the Term Automatic Interlocking?” it
seems to me that such a designation for this kind of
signaling facility serves the purpose adequately. If it
is correct to employ the term “Automatic Signal Pro-
tection for Railroad Grade Crossings,” what should we
call such an installation when just as successfully em-
ployed at a junction? I would suggest that a time card
showing, for instance, “Findley, A.B.C. Crossing, In-
terlocked,” be changed to read, “Findley, A.B.C. Cross-
ing, Manual Interlocking,” or, “Findley, A.B.C. Cross-
ing, Automatic Interlocking” as the case may be.

It does not seem good policy to assume that state
commissions withhold authority for installations of
“automatic interlocking” for the reason that the appli-
cation is for the installation of “automatic signal pro-
tection for railroad grade crossing.” The commissions,
I think, are interested in determining the efficiency of
the protection proposed, and not what the system is
called. :

E. J. Rereg,
Mechanical Engineer of Signals, Northern Pacific.

Rectifier for Track Circuit Operation
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