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Figure 4.5 Geological Condition around the Agos Dam Site
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Profile along the Proposed Dam Axis
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Figure 4.6 Geological Profile of the Agos Damsite
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Figure 4.8 Result of Electric Prospecting
(Two-dimensional resistivity profiling)
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Figure 4.10 Geomorphological Change During Last 50 years

F3

1,000" 500 0 1,000 2,000 3,000 4,000 Meters

F4.10



1A=76
TL=156.257
SL=53.804

Training Jetty - Plan

Sea side !

Sea side 0.15 ton | 5.5 |
to 0.6 ton armour | 30

1kg to 60kg core material

river side

Sea side 0.15 ton
to 0.6 ton armour

\— Geotextile

Training Jetty - Cross Section

7
'7~5
Minimum level -2.0 MSL
%
2.0 =
S \ — RS TR
(unit: m)

- Geotextile

Figure 4.11 Training Jetty - Measures to Cope with Future Coastal Change
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