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Stability of Majiawuchang Houping
Landslide at Three Gorges Dam Area

HE Qing yu"’, CHEN Zheng zhou's ZHOU Xin jing’, GUO Feng’
(1. Departmentof Earth Sciencess Nanjing University, Nanjing 210093, China;
2. Changjiang Institute of Survay Planning Design and Research, Wuhan 430010, China;
3. Guangxilnstitute of Investigation Design of Electric Power, N anning 530023, China)

Abstract: The Majiawuchang Houping landslide lies in Wushan county in the region of the Three Gorge dam area. The main
part of new Shuanglong town is on the landslide. The characteristic of the landslide was introduced in detail. A great deal of
data about weak structural plane were analyzed, the combinatorial connection of various weak structural planes were studied,
and preferred plane theory was used to explain the origin of the landslide. Remained Thrust Method was used to study the
stability of the landslide in diverse engineering case. Meanwhile, the stability of the landslide was forecasted after Three
Gorge dam area would be inundated. The study indicated that, the landslide was steady at present, and the water of Three
Gorge dam area has prodigious influence on the landslide, the landslide would lost its stability after Three Gorge dam area
was inundated.
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