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Preliminary research on Geological Disasters Risk Assessment in Urban
planning

Zhang dazheng, Shao xinmin,Yao honghua,Zhang yishun,Liu zhenghua
(Zhejiang Geological Environment Monitoring Stations.Hangzhou.310007 )

Abstract:Geological hazard risk assessment is the basis for urban planning. Based on the practical experience of geological hazar

risk assessment in Sichuan earthquik areas while recovery and reconstruction,assessment object, content, partition and index systen

were proposed as a rewarding attempt.
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Table3.2.2 Geological stability assessment indicators and grading standards
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Table 3.3.1 Geological disasters risk forcarst evaluation

index system caused or exacerbated by Construction
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Fig 5.1 The areas of the assessment
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