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A Study on the Mechanical Characteristics and the
Strength in Pyoseonri Basalt
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Recentlv, as the scale of national and international construction has become bigger and also as

Jeju island is named as Jeju Special Self-Governing Province, it is inevitable to build large scaled

public works for it to be reborm as a free international citv in the world. And also with the

gathering of population into Jeju city, there will be enlargement of dwelling site and business area,

so that skvscrapers will be built and the underground space will be used. As the city is enlarged,

the skyscrapers will gradually go upward to the mount. Then it is expected of large scaled public

works, big building structures, underground structures, and high earth cut slope therefore there will

be a demand for study about earth foundation. At present in the case of Jeju, the study about soil

is vivid but it is not sufficient about rock mass. Therefore it needs mechanical data about basalt,

the volcanic rocks. and other various data about engineering trait of the rock mass.

Key words : public work, skyscraper. high earth cut slope, basalt, volcanic rock
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