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Fig. 1 The landslide plan
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Fig.5 Layout plan of the project
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Modaoxi Rock Landslide Analysis and Control

YU Xingguo SONG Xiangjun WANG Gongxian

( Northwest Research Institute Co. Ltd of C. R. E. C. Lanzhou 730000 China)

Abstracts: Modaoxi rock landslide due to artificial excavation in retaining improper conditions and gradually ex—
panded the emphasis of the engineering geological mechanics method on the rock slope is analyzed and defined
the landslide is a multilayer cutting rock landslide its occurrence and development is closely related to rock struc—
tural plane. Based on the thrust transfer coefficient and coefficient of foundation for theory to identify a row of em-
bedded anti slide pile and a row of anchor cable anti-slide pile supporting and in front of row piles with anchor ca—
ble frame in front of the pile of rock and soil reinforcement in order to ensure the anti-slide pile anchorage segment
not relaxation deformation combined with drainage measures for the landslide to administer thoroughly look from
practice last management success. Simultaneous analysis of previous failed to manage the experience and from
which summed up a lot of useful experiences and lessons and from management practice proves that the landslide

treatment measures is reasonable and effective worthy of reference in similar engineering.

Key words: rock landslide; cause analysis; treatment practice; lessons learned



