
















OPERATIONAL SLOPE STABILITY ANALYSIS

DESCRIPTION

Operational Drawing Showing Cross-Section Location
Soil, Cohesion and Friction <t> Data
Maximum Acceleration Chart for Seismic Analysis
Cross-Section Showing Failure Surfaces
PCSTABL6 Analysis for Trial 1
PCSTABL6 Analysis for Trial 2
PCSTABL6 Analysis for Trial 3
PCSTABL6 Analysis for Trial 4
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Slope Stability Analysis - Undrained Analysis
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Rich Lowe I 5/27/2009 I I

WOBNO.

SHEET NO.

2.
CALC. N0.IREV. NO.

Landfilled Ben Use Protective Nat Pee
Materials Primary Cover Geosynth Sand Dee

Moist Den (pct) 60 60 120 60 120 125

Sat Den (pct) 63 63 125 60 125 130

cohesion (pst) 430 430 0 31.7 0 720

friction <I> (deg) 8 8 34 21 32 5

source (1 ) (2) (3) (4) (5) (6)

(1) Low average of 2001 Virginia Geotechnical Tests for Joyce Engr

(2) Low average of 2001 Virginia Geotechnical Tests for Joyce Engr

(3) 1991 RMT Borrow direct shear test results quoted by S&ME in 1993

(4) 2003 Cell 1 Interface friction testing (GDM/HDPET interface) GNRA

(5) Upper existing embankment sand properties from S&ME 1993

(6) Undrained strength test results on Pee Dee from S&ME 1993
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Maximum Acceleration in Rock (9)
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Figure 4.4

Acceleration at Rock Site$ • 9

Relationship Between Maximum Acceleration on Rock and Other Local Site
Conditions: (a) Seed and [driss (1982); (b) Idriss (1990).
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