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Fig.1 Geomorphological zoning map of Weining county
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Table 1 Classification of engineering geological rock group
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Fig. 2 Distribution of geological disaster
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Table 2 Distribution of geological disaster
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Table 3 Distribution of scale of geological disaster
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Fig.3 Histogram of geological disasters and versus time
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Table 4 Statistics of relationship

between landslide and terrain slope
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Table 5 Statistics of relationship between
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Table 6 Statistics of relationship between unstable

slopesand terrain slope
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Table 7 Statistics of geological disaster
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Table 8 Statistics of geological disaster and hazard degree
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Table 9 Statistics of geological disaster prevention

countermeasures and suggestions
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Geological disaster and countermeasures of Weining county Guizhou province

SHAO Lin

(The Second Engineering Investigation Institute, Guizhou Provincial Bureau of Geology and

Mineral Exploration and Development, Zunyi, Guizhou 563000, China)

Abstract; Weining county is the largest and highest of the county in Guizhou province, as the rapid development of
Socio-economic, especially the unreasonable human engineering activities damage the geological environment, it
inevitably brings about a series of problems of environmental geology and causes huge economic losses,
simultaneously, it seriously threats to peoples lives and property safety. Based on the 2011 actual survey data, this
article analyzes and discusses the main types of geological disaster, development and distribution, and hazard
characteristics, from the geological environment, human engineering activities, etc+--. , and proposes preventive
measures and recommendations, the purpose is providing the basis for the planning, deployment and prevention of
geological disasters of Weining county.

Key words: geological disaster; Guizhou province; Weining county; prevention countermeasures





