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ESTIMATING THE INTACT ROCK STRENGTH

OF A ROCK MASS BY SIMPLE MEANS
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CONCLUSIONS

The estimate of the characteristic strength of intact rock in a geotechnical unit with a 'simple means' test,
following table 1, is equally good as executing a limited number of UCS tests. The higher accuracy that might be
obtained by using UCS tests exists often only in theory. In practice the number of strength tests is so limited in
comparison to the variations in strength in the rock mass that a large amount of simple field tests will give a
better estimate of the intact rock strength at various locations in the rock mass than a limited number of more
complex tests.
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