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Tahle A-1 Results from Direct shear tests at Memorial Bridge

Degth | Yy | we, . . fﬁ_tcn:- Sutco)

(m} (e/m™) (c/m 5 ‘tml}

3.50 1.50 1.7 5 .40 1.46

5,00 1.66 4,90 44 2.16

6.50 1.75 .20 . 2,79

8.00 1.67 3.42

9.50 1,69 - 5.14
h1.00 | 1.70 Ya G170 5.75
12,50 | 1.87 0 TV 6.67

Table A-2 Resulis f reck, B

- — d"‘

Quick direct shear test
Depth | ¥, g t a(co_Mater Content A[S_ up) |54 (co)
3 2 = =
(m) fe/m’)] (t/m E - .ﬂﬂz'»' Initial|Final |o__ '.'_t.flzl
o o, ’ *e

3.50 1.70] 2. = 2,72 59,86 |55.48 |0.66 1.82
5.00 1.6 60,90 |57.30 |o0.68 | 2.55
6.50 1.6 56.76 |51.45 |0.49 2.71
8,00 1.65 | T2 & 58.60 [56.70 |0.47 3.44
9.50 1.54 |=8.09 78.82 | 78.24| 0.40 | 3. 78.92 |74.30 |0.45 4,08
Ju.m 1.64 | 12 51,40 |46.72| 0.38 | 4.7 56.94 [53.10 |0.35 4.32
12,50 o 91].F ‘i..zs 47.46 |0.37 &,08

|
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Memorial Bridge (Consolidated Quick Direct Shear Tests)
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