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Fig 1 Scheme of horizontal drainage works
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Fig 2 Landsliderenedial workson Brewery River, Clyde power station in New Zealand
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Fig 3 Schame of siphon drainage works Fig 4 Application of balance hard tube

— 3 —



_l16x _O
Pa=

1000 73 6

Pa— ,m;

X— m;

g —

4 1993
—PvC ,

Hutchinson : !
1.
60 ,

, H , Im

( )1 )
6.5m, 50 100m

40m

60

5.0



) 30%

: 2 4 ,
60 80% , ,
3.
(Rock bolt)
20
' 2
500 kN 3000 kN ,
2
5
Fig 5 Schame of antislide pile with anchor
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Fig 6 Schane of SSl anchor
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Fig 7 Schane of anchoring fran tunnel
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’ '_ Fig 9 Pile- anchor structure
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Fig 10 Typesof slope stabilization usingm icropile system
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Fig 11 Design of slide stabilization using |im ited stabilization analysis
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Present Sitnuation of Engineer ingM easures
For Preventing And Controlling L andslide
In China And Abroad

W ang Gongxian
(Nor thwest Branch, China Academy of Railway SciencesL anzhou, 730000)

Abstrat L andslide isamain geological hazard and one of the mportant geological and en-
gineering problem sw hich have been under research over theworld, because itsoccurring
conditions, factors and mechanisn are variable and complex, and difficult to predict The
remedial costsmuch In recent 20 years, egecially during the* Intemational D ecade of
N atural D isaster Reduction” researches and prevention and control of landslide have been
developed Engineering measures for preventing and controlling landslide have been devel-
oped tow ard micro-type structure Thispaper introduces briefly the development of engi-
neering measures for preventing and controlling landslide in theworld

KeyW ords landslide prevention and control engineering measures present situation in

China and abroad



