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Fig. 2 Diagram of monitoring result in borehole
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Fig. 3 Sectional drawing for slope stability computation
1
Table 1 calculation parameter and result of land-slid failure from the deep plane
3 Cc $ C 2 Vil Vil
(KN/m?) kP O &P ) g P X 2 < P X 7,
185 15 21 25 24 1. 213 0.0 1.041 0 165
185 5 18 10 21 1.032 0. 19 0. 784 0.99
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Risk Analysis of He-Ping-Gou Land Slide

ZHAO Qi-hua', PENG She-gin', SUN Jum’
(1. Insitute of engineering geology, Chengdu university of technology, Sichuon, Chengdu, 610059 China;
2. Insitute of geotechnical engimeering, Tongi Univesity, Shanghai, 200092 China)

Abstract: In order to estimate the treatment engineering of He-Ping-Gou landslide, the risk of the landslide was studied in
this paper. By site investigation, ground crack inspecting and monitoring the landslide defomation in drill, the instability
scale, the failure pattern and the likely damage it might caused while sliding was deeply analyaed. Abide by the thought of
engineering reliability, we figure out the dangerous probability wughly, and reach the conclusion of unnecessary treatment
for He-Ping-Gou landslide, This saved a quantity of building fund for our country. Abouve all, the ananlysis clue of this

paper was useful for other geological hazard presewation reference.
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